














































































































3.4.1. South Africa’s Roles

For the purpose of analysing South Africa’s IHL related actions during the Israel-Gaza
war in accordance with role theory, the state’s roles must be clearly defined. In order
to uncover these roles as rigorously as possible, the most commonly appearing
relevant words and phrases drawn from 3723 sources released by the South African
government (see Appendix B) have been automatically collected. Through the manual
analysis and categorisation of this information, five distinct roles have been identified.
Several of these roles were inspired by Holsti’s (1970) typology? but have been

updated to reflect the contemporary international context.

The first role that South Africa perceives for itself is that of the collaborative partner.
The collaborative partner views itself as part of a broader community, and actively
cooperates with others on regional, continental, and global levels in order to address
shared challenges and promote collective interests. This role is easily the most visible
in the documents released by South Africa. ‘International’ and ‘African continent’
appear within the first five most frequent terms. Within the first 50 most frequently
appearing terms, South Africa refers to ‘collaboration,” ‘cooperation,” and
‘participation,” as well as many collaborative institutions such as the UN, the African
Union (AU), and SADC. This trend continues through the list of terms, with mentions
of ‘partnership,” ‘bilateralism,” ‘multilateralism,” ‘international cooperation’, shared

interests, efforts, and challenges, and many others.

South Africa’s second self-perceived role is the peace facilitator. The peace facilitator
values peace at all levels and views itself as playing an important part in both creating
and maintaining this peace. This role draws upon Holsti’s (1970: 265, 272) ‘defender
of the peace’ and ‘mediator-integrator’ roles, combining the commitment to promote
international peace with the self-perceived responsibility to mediate conflicts between
states. The frequent appearance of phrases such as ‘peacebuilding,” ‘peacekeeping,’
‘stabilisation,” and ‘mediation’ in the analysed documents is evidence of this role
conception. Additionally, South Africa makes several general references to aspirations
of peace on the regional and global levels and notes specific peace missions that the
state has contributed towards. Finally, references to South Africa’s position of non-

2 Holsti’s (1970) typology categorises state roles in the international system based on how states perceive
themselves and how they are perceived by others. Roles presented by Holsti include regional leader,
mediator, defender of values, and many others.
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alignment further point to South Africa’s intention and ability to facilitate peace through

mediation.

South Africa’s third role conception is that of the mutual developer. This role is a refined
combination of Holsti’s (1970: 266, 269) ‘Developer’ and ‘Internal Development’ roles,
which each refer to concerns with external and internal development respectively,
while the mutual developer attempts to foster joint development for both itself and
other developing states. Evidence of this role conception is shown by the fact that
‘growth/development’ is the second most frequently appearing term in the analysed
documents, as well as the frequent appearance of words such as ‘trade,” ‘economy,’
and ‘resources.” Additionally, indicators of aspirations of mutual growth and
development are visible in mentions of global and regional economic cooperation and
economic inclusion. Finally, South Africa frequently mentions economically focused
partnerships such as BRICS+ and the African Continental Free Trade Area (AfCFTA)

and consciously distinguish between developed and developing states.

The fourth role conception occupied by South Africa is that of the law upholder. The
law upholder values justice and the rule of law, and views itself as having a
responsibility to promote, protect, and adhere to international legal norms as a
responsible actor on the global stage. South Africa’s self-perception as a law upholder
is evident in the many references to ‘law,” ‘justice,” ‘international law’, ‘IHL,” and
‘international norms and standards’ in the sources analysed. Additionally, South Africa
references international legal institutions such as the ICJ and the ICC often, and
‘compliance’ and ‘fairness’ are among the most frequently referenced values in the list

of terms.

South Africa’s final identifiable role is the human rights defender. The human rights
defender prioritises human rights, particularly at the individual level, and views itself
as bearing the responsibility of identifying and advocating for victims of injustice,
inequality, and any other violation of rights both domestically and globally. South
Africa’s frequent mention of terms such as ‘human rights,’” ‘inequalities,
‘discrimination,’” ‘gender equality,” ‘food security,” ‘water security,” ‘child labour,” and
‘basic education’ reflect the state’s concern with basic human rights. Additionally,
specific references to people, for example ‘protect people’ and ‘people of Palestine,’
showcase South Africa’s concern for individuals. Finally, numerous appearances of
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terms such as ‘advocate’ and ‘activism’ allude to the more concrete actions that South

Africa has taken or feels it should take as a human rights defender.

3.4.2. Role Theory as a Framework for South Africa

According to role theory, the purpose of identifying a state’s role conceptions is to
provide a lens through which to better understand and even predict the decisions and
actions made by the state (Holsti 1970: 298-299, 307). Therefore, in order to assess
the validity of role theory as a framework for analysing South Africa’s actions during
the Israel-Gaza war, this section will compare and contrast the state’s actual actions
with the actions that are expected according to the five role conceptions identified

above.

South Africa’s first role conception is that of the collaborative partner. As a collaborative
partner, South Africa is expected to show concern for the Israel-Gaza war despite its
physical distance, due to a potential for broader regional or global implications. This
concern is expected to be acted upon in a manner that reflects the state’s commitment
to collaborative action. Many of South Africa’s actions align with this expectation.
South Africa has acted multilaterally within both BRICS+ and the UN to attempt to
resolve this issue, including holding a virtual summit in 2023 and consistently voting in
favour of and even authoring many UN resolutions (see 3.2). While South Africa has
clearly adopted a pro-Palestinian stance that is not universally shared, this does not
necessarily undermine the state’s collaborative partner role, as collaboration does not

necessarily require agreement.

South Africa has similarly acted as one might expect from a collaborative partner by
engaging with international legal institutions, namely the ICC and the ICJ (see 3.2), to
address the state’s concerns related to the conflict and encourage a collective
international response. However, the state’s decision to bring the case to the ICJ
independently, rather than as part of a joint initiative as with the ICC referral, is
unexpected. Ultimately, while South Africa’s many cooperative actions align with the
state’s collaborative partner role conception, the decision to approach the ICJ case

unilaterally reveals inconsistencies.

South Africa’s peace facilitator role similarly results in certain expectations. In the
context of the Israel-Gaza war, South Africa is expected to show concern over the
conflict and assume an active but non-aligned position in its peaceful and fair
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resolution through avenues such as mediation and peacebuilding. This expected
concern is undoubtedly mirrored in reality, as seen by South Africa’s consistent and
continuous engagement with the topic through official statements and multilateral
discussions. Similarly, the consistent calls for peace within these official statements

(see 3.2) reflect the actions of a peace facilitator.

Contrastingly, many of South Africa’s actions, both multilaterally and unilaterally,
demonstrate a stance that cannot be described as non-aligned. For example, South
Africa has shown consistent support for Palestine through UN resolutions, BRICS+
discussions and, most obviously, in the state’s decision to institute formal proceedings
against Israel before the ICJ. This strong stance is typically not conducive to mediation
as conflicting parties are not likely to accept a mediator perceived to be biased.
Notably, South Africa has offered to act as a mediator in this conflict, but there has
been no mention of this offer being accepted (Fabricius 2023b). To conclude, while
South Africa’s evident concern over the conflict aligns with what is expected of a peace
facilitator, the state’s actions, particularly those that reduce its capacity to mediate, do

not.

South Africa’s third role conception, that of the mutual developer, is unique in that there
are far fewer resultant expectations in the context of the Israel-Gaza war due to the
role’s singular focus on economic growth and development. This is not uncommon in
role theory, as states are often seen as adopting different role orientations for different
relationships (Holsti 1970: 303). However, despite the apparent lack of relevance and
particular expectations of South Africa’s mutual developer role conception in this
context, there are two instances in which South Africa’s role as a mutual developer

may offer insights.

The first instance refers to South Africa’s choice to contribute 50 million rand to
providing humanitarian relief to Palestinians, and the second refers to South Africa’s
insistence on pursuing the ICJ case against Israel despite potential economic
repercussions (see 3.2 and 3.3.2). At first glance, these decisions by South Africa
appear to contradict what might be expected of a mutual developer, as both are likely
to negatively affect South Africa’s growth and development. However, it is possible
that South Africa, as a mutual developer, has consciously made the decision to risk
short-term negative economic impacts in order to support the growth and development
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of Palestine, both through providing physical aid and through attempting to hold Israel

accountable for actions perceived to be undermining development.

South Africa’s law upholder role conception, contrastingly to the role of mutual
developer, is very relevant in the context of the Israel-Gaza war. As a law upholder,
South Africa is expected to value justice and accountability and show respect for and
commitment to international legal norms. South Africa’s decision to submit a joint
referral to the ICC, as well as the state’s continuous concern over the legality of Israel’s
actions, which eventually culminated in the decision to institute proceedings against
the state at the ICJ, are two clear examples of actions aligned with those expected of
a law upholder. In addition, South Africa’s decision to continue trading with Israel due
to a lack of formally imposed sanctions (see 3.3.2) further demonstrates a respect for
international law. However, South Africa’s fairly limited scrutiny of the actions taken by
Hamas, as well as the state’s failure to adhere to international law in the past (see 3.2

and 3.3.3), does not reflect the actions of a law upholder.

South Africa’s final role conception, that of the human rights defender, results in an
expectation that South Africa will advocate for the rights of the individuals involved in
the Israel-Gaza war. Several of South Africa’s actions reflect this expectation. For
example, the state has consistently advocated for the rights of Palestinians both
unilaterally, through the release of official statements, and multilaterally, by supporting
UN resolutions advocating for the rights of Palestinian refugees and demanding
increased humanitarian assistance (see 3.2). Additionally, South Africa has
contributed 50 million rand to providing humanitarian relief to the people of Gaza (see
3.2).

South Africa is, therefore, clearly concerned with the rights of Palestinian individuals.
The state has not, however, shown this same level of concern for the individuals in
Israel. While this seemingly selective defence of rights does not appear to be in line
with what is expected of a human rights defender, this inconsistency may be as a result
of South Africa’s view that Israel’'s actions in Gaza constitute a genocide, thereby
necessitating a greater level of concern for those individuals. Ultimately, South Africa’s
actions align more closely with the human rights defender role conception than any

other.
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3.4.3. Analysis of Role Theory’s Applicability

Comparing South Africa’s role conceptions with the actions that the state has taken in
reality has highlighted both the merits and pitfalls of role theory, thereby providing a
clearer understanding of how effectively this theory is able to explain the state’s
response to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war. Several merits are observable.
For example, South Africa’s actions within the UN and BRICS+ can be understood as
an attempt to collaborate, foster peace, or defend human rights. Each of these
analyses are valid, can exist simultaneously, and increase understanding of the state’s

actions.

Additionally, each of South Africa’s role conceptions were able to offer insights into
South Africa’s actions. Some seem obvious, such as South Africa’s calls for peace in
official statements stemming from the state’s peace facilitator role conception. Other
insights, however, are more nuanced. For example, South Africa’s decision to risk
negative financial impacts is not easily explained but can be understood when one
considers that as a mutual developer, South Africa is concerned with the development

of other states as well as its own.

Despite the evident usefulness of role theory, the framework is not without its issues.
For example, actions that contradict each of South Africa’s role conceptions were
noted. While there were far more actions that aligned with the state’s role conceptions,
the simple existence of contradictions poses a problem as role conceptions having
only partial relevance weakens the overall reliability of role theory. Additionally, many
contradictions between roles were noted. For example, South Africa’s decision to take
a stand in support of Palestine is in conflict with the state’s peace facilitator role but
aligns with the state’s human rights defender role. These internal contradictions
undermine the explanatory and predictive powers of role theory as one never knows
which role will be prioritised.

Finally, the incomplete use of role theory in this instance, partially as a result of the
overlap between role prescriptions and IHL, is a clear disadvantage. In summation,
role theory as a framework for analysis is useful in this instance as it offers many
valuable insights into South Africa’s behaviour, but its inconsistent reliability is

problematic.
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3.5. Conclusion

The purpose of Chapter 3 was to uncover the extent to which offensive realism and
role theory, respectively, are able to explain South Africa’s decisions and actions
relating to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war. This was achieved first by
outlining the many actions taken by South Africa, both independently and in
collaboration with other actors. These actions were then analysed through the lens of
offensive realism, particularly in regard to the primary aims of states according to the
theory, namely regional hegemony and wealth maximisation. A section discussing
offensive realism’s claim that a state’s humanitarian actions will always be sidelined in
favour of security goals was also included. Finally, the effectiveness of role theory was
tested first by identifying South Africa’s five self-perceived roles and then comparing
the state’s actions with what is expected of states occupying these roles. Both

theoretical frameworks presented distinct strengths and weaknesses.

For example, offensive realism’s claim that states often appear to be acting morally
but have ulterior motives provides a compelling explanation for South Africa’s selective
adherence to international law, a pattern that role theory failed to address. Similarly,
South Africa’s decision to take the lead on ICJ case against Israel is in direct conflict
with what is expected of a collaborative partner but can be explained by offensive
realism’s assumption that a state’s primary aim is to maximise their own relative power
as, despite South Africa’s verbal rejection of regional hegemony, which was taken at

face value under role theory, the state does appear to possess leadership ambitions.

Contrastingly, offensive realism fails to explain why South Africa would choose to
continue pursuing the ICJ case despite the risk of negative economic impacts. Role
theory does not face this challenge. As a self-perceived mutual developer, South Africa
is concerned with the development of other states as well as its own and is willing to
take this risk in order to support the development of Palestine.

Ultimately, the two theories appear to complement one another. While offensive
realism offers valuable insights into how South Africa’s national interests and
leadership ambitions shape the state’s behaviour, it fails to consider the potential
impact of identity and values on this behaviour. Conversely, while role theory’s focus

on identity provides several nuanced insights into South Africa’s actions, it also creates

35

© University of Pretoria



&
UNIVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
UNIVERSITY OF PRETORIA

@ YUNIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

potential inconsistencies and ambiguity that a consideration of strategic motivators

may help to address.
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Chapter 4: The Case of the US

4.1. Introduction

Chapter 4 is similar to Chapter 3 in terms of methodology, structure, and intention, but
shifts the focus from South Africa to the US. While both chapters aim to assess the
explanatory and predictive powers of offensive realism and role theory in terms of state
decisions and actions in the context of IHL violations, the results of each of these
analyses are distinct. These differences are a result of the contrasting ways in which
South Africa and the US have responded to the Israel-Gaza war. As such, this chapter
is important in that it provides a different perspective, thereby contributing new insights

into the strengths and limitations of each of the theories in explaining state behaviour.

As with Chapter 3, Chapter 4 begins with an overview of the US’s actions in relation
to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war. This overview provides the foundation for
the resultant assessments of offensive realism and role theory. Both theories are
assessed through an examination of the commonalities and contradictions between
each theory’s assumptions and the actions of the US. Each of these two sections
conclude with an evaluation of the effectiveness of the respective theoretical
frameworks. Chapter 4 then concludes with a comparison of the strengths and
weaknesses of each theory as well as their combined explanatory value in explaining

the US’s actions in relation to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war.
4.2. The US’s Actions

Like South Africa, the US has played a prominent and active role in responding to the
Israel-Gaza war. However, in contrast to South Africa’s stance, the US has consistently
shown support for Israel while condemning the actions of Hamas. Numerous
presidential speeches and statements released by the White House reflect this
viewpoint. The US issued its first response to the war on October 7t", 2023, in the form
of a statement released by then-President Joe Biden. This statement strongly
condemned Hamas’ ‘terrorist’ assault, acknowledged that Israel has a right to defend
itself, and declared the US’s commitment to supporting Israel (The White House
2023a). Biden’s decision to travel to Israel less than two weeks after the war began
further demonstrated this commitment (The White House 2023b). The US also
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released joint statements with European allies condemning Hamas and expressing
support for Israel (The White House 2023c, The White House 2023d).

In addition to these statements, the US has communicated this position in more formal
multilateral institutions, such as the UN, where the state, as one of five permanent
members of the UNSC, is particularly influential. The US’s first statement on the Israel-
Gaza war at the UN came on October 8", 2023. In this address the state clearly
articulated its position, reaffirming its support for Israel and strongly condemning
Hamas’ unjustified terrorist attack (United States Mission to the United Nations 2023a).
Throughout October 2023 the US continued, through speeches and statements at the
UN, to condemn the actions of Hamas, encourage other states to do the same, and
support Israel’'s right to defend itself (United States Mission to the United Nations
2023b, United States Mission to the United Nations 2023c, United States Mission to
the United Nations 2023d).

However, by October 2024 the tone of US statements at the UN had shifted slightly.
While the state continued to condemn Hamas and insist on Israel’s right to self-
defence, there appeared to be an increase in concern over breaches of IHL and the
humanitarian situation in Gaza. In these later statements, the US called on Israel to
allow greater humanitarian access into Gaza and act better in accordance with IHL,
but maintained that Hamas was ultimately responsible for this suffering (United States
Mission to the United Nations 2024a, United States Mission to the United Nations
2024b, United States Mission to the United Nations 2024c, United States Mission to
the United Nations 2024d). These remarks, though still clearly supportive of Israel,
represent a shift from the state’s stance in the previous year that “one key difference
between terrorists and countries like the United States and Israel is that we do not
deliberately target civilians” (United States Mission to the United Nations 2023b).
Overall, these speeches suggest an effort by the US to balance support for Israel with

growing concern over humanitarian issues.

In addition to these speeches and statements, the US has demonstrated its position
through actions within the UN. Despite the suggested efforts at finding a balance, the
US’s voting pattern suggests that support for Israel appears to take precedence. For
example, in 2024, the US voted against a resolution supporting the mandate of the UN

Relief and Works Agency for Palestinian refugees, as well as a resolution calling for a
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ceasefire (United Nations Digital Library 2024c, United Nations Digital Library 2024d).
The US also chose to abstain from voting on resolutions encouraging assistance to
Palestinian refugees in both 2023 and 2024 (United Nations Digital Library 2023b,
United Nations Digital Library 2024f). Finally, in November 2024, the US chose to veto
an otherwise unanimously supported UNSC resolution that called for an immediate
and unconditional ceasefire in Gaza, due to the resolution’s failure to address the

release of hostages (UN News 2024).

This apparent prioritisation of support for Israel over concern for the humanitarian
impact of the war is similarly reflected in the state’s unilateral actions. Since the start
of the war, the US has formally provided approximately 12,5 billion dollars in military
aid to Israel and has agreed to further provide the state with 3,8 billion dollars annually
until 2028 (Masters & Merrow 2024). Additionally, the US has provided Israel with
physical support, deploying 14 ships toward the state immediately following the start
of the war to prevent other neighbouring nations from getting involved and, a year
later, sending an anti-missile system and military crew to Israel to increase defence
capabilities following a missile attack by Iran (Petras et al. 2023; Spender & Partridge
2024). While this support appears largely consistent it has, at times, been conditional.
For example, in May of 2024 the US paused a shipment of bombs to Israel over
concerns that their use may result in substantial civilian casualties in the densely

populated city of Rafah (Center for Preventative Action 2025).

Despite this and other acknowledgements by the US of Israel’s violations of IHL, the
state has strongly rejected both the ICJ case presented by South Africa and the ICC’s
decision to issue arrest warrants for Israeli officials over war crime allegations (VOA
Africa 2024; Masters & Merrow 2024). In contrast, the state has acted on its
humanitarian concerns by providing a total of 1 billion dollars in humanitarian aid to
the people of Gaza as of October 2024, intended to be used to increase food and
health security (USAID 2024). The US has also played a noteworthy role in mediation
efforts between Hamas and Israel, successfully facilitating a ceasefire in January 2025
alongside Egypt and Qatar, though it was short-lived (Aguirre & Bustelo 2024; Center
for Preventative Action 2025).

To conclude, the US has played an active role in responding to the Israel-Gaza war,
having made its position clear and acting accordingly. While the state has expressed
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concern over the humanitarian impact of the war and acted upon these concerns, this
sentiment is largely overshadowed by the state’s strong and consistent support for

Israel.
4.3. Offensive Realism as a Framework for the US

This section aims to assess the extent to which offensive realism offers a useful
theoretical framework for understanding the US’s decisions and actions in the context
of the Israel-Gaza war. Offensive realism’s applicability will be evaluated through a
systematic comparison of the US’s actions with the theory’s proposed primary aims of
states. These aims include the pursuit of regional hegemony, wealth maximisation,
land power, and nuclear superiority. This section additionally evaluates the assumption
made by offensive realism that states take humanitarian actions only when such
actions do not undermine these primary aims. Finally, this section concludes with an
analysis that determines the overall explanatory power of the theoretical framework in

this particular case.

4.3.1. Regional Hegemony

According to offensive realism, achieving regional hegemony is the first of four primary
aims of states (Mearsheimer 2001: 140). While South Africa’s status as a regional
hegemon is contested (see 3.3.1), the US’s hegemonic role in its respective region is
so widely accepted that discourse has shifted to debates surrounding the state’s status
as a global hegemon, and even a hegemon in other regions, such as the Middle East,
despite the lack of geographical proximity (Allison 2017; National Intelligence Council
2008: 29; Wood 2019: 166, 175).

As the US has already achieved regional hegemony, the state’s primary concern under
this aim is to protect its position. According to Mearsheimer (2001: 141), regional
hegemons perceive one another as threats and, therefore, prefer that other regions
contain two or more great powers. This appears to be generally true for the US. The
state’s concern over the rise of China, Russia, and Iran in their respective regions is
apparent in two speeches by US army generals as well as the 2024 Annual Threat
Assessment of the US Intelligence Community (VOA 2017; Clark 2023, Office of the
Director of National Intelligence 2024). However, in the context of the Israel-Gaza war

more specifically, the US’s decision to support Israel so significantly, despite the
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general perception that Israel is seeking regional hegemony (see 3.3.1), does not

reflect the same sentiments.

In accordance with the logic of offensive realism, it is likely that the US made this
decision due to the state’s view of Iran, another potential regional hegemon in the
Middle East (Rabinovich 2024: 92), as the bigger threat. According to Mearsheimer
(2001: 142), regional hegemons are cautious of one another due to the potential each
has to disrupt the balance of power in a rival’'s region by supporting neighbouring
states that seek to challenge the dominant power. Iran has strong ties to many Latin
American states, and notable military collaborations include Brazil’'s decision to allow
Iranian warships to be docked in Rio de Janeiro and the agreement between Bolivia
and Iran to cooperate on various military technologies (Vann 2024; Citrinowicz 2024).
This is perceived by the US as a growing threat to state security, particularly due to
the perception that Iran is intentionally forging relations with Latin American states that

are opposed to US hegemony (Citrinowicz 2024).

Regardless of whether this perception is accurate or not, if Iran were to become a
regional hegemon, it would likely have the capacity to threaten the US’s hegemonic
status. It is therefore in the interest of the US to support Israel economically and
militarily to mitigate this threat. However, any state that emerges as a regional
hegemon, including Israel, has this potential. Furthermore, according to offensive
realism, states are aware that due to diverging interests and the self-help nature of the
international system, alliances are only temporary (Mearsheimer 2001: 33). The extent
of the support that the US has chosen to provide to Israel, therefore, can be only

partially explained by an aim to protect hegemonic status.

4.3.2. Wealth Maximisation and Land Power Domination

The second primary aim of states, according to offensive realism, is to maximise their
relative wealth in order to better fund the military and increase general welfare
(Mearsheimer 2001: 143-144). The third is to dominate land power by building a
powerful army (Mearsheimer 2001: 145). While these two aims are distinct, because
dominating land power requires that a state have the wealth to do so, and the primary
purpose of wealth maximisation is to increase military capabilities, they will be treated

as one in this case.
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In accordance with this overarching aim, it is expected that states act in a manner that
either directly increases their relative wealth or mitigates any threats to their economy.
The US’s actions partially reflect this expectation. For example, the economic and
military aid that the state has provided to Israel is said to directly support more than
twenty thousand jobs and more than a thousand multi-billion dollar contracts for US
companies, thereby benefiting the US economy (AJC 2025; Shvili 2025). However, the
US’s decision to provide a billion dollars in humanitarian aid to the people of Gaza

(see 4.2) does not appear to align with this expectation.

Still situated within this primary aim, offensive realism further asserts that states seek
to dominate wealth-generating regions while simultaneously preventing rivals from
doing the same (Mearsheimer 2001: 144). The Middle East is one such region, given
its abundance of resources vital to global energy security, including oil and natural gas
reserves, as well as several other materials that are essential to the clean energy
transition (Haytayan 2025; Pouran 2023). Many of the US’s actions appear to align
with this objective. For example, the state’s decision to act as a mediator in the Israel-
Gaza war may be part of a broader effort to maintain influence and leverage in the
region. Similarly, the US’s continued support for Israel during the war provides the
state with a powerful ally and allows it to maintain a military presence in the region,
further solidifying the state’s influence. Ultimately, while imperfect, offensive realism’s
second and third primary aims of states are effective in explaining many of the US’s

actions.

4.3.3. Nuclear Superiority

The final primary aim of states, according to offensive realism, is to achieve nuclear
superiority. While the ultimate aspiration under this aim is sole nuclear power, this is
largely unattainable. As a result, states seek a nuclear advantage over rivals
(Mearsheimer 2001: 145). The US’s general stance on nuclear weapons aligns with
this aim, as seen by the state’s pivotal role in the development of the Non-proliferation
Treaty (NPT) (Arms Control Association 2025; United Nations Office for Disarmament
Affairs 1995). This treaty is in the US’s interests as it prevents non-nuclear powers
from developing an arsenal and protects the state’s relatively dominant position as the
second largest nuclear power with an arsenal that accounts for roughly 42 percent of

all known nuclear weapons (Arms Control Association 2025).
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Despite the NPT, two states in the Middle East appear to have nuclear ambitions. The
first is Iran. Iran ratified the NPT but has long been suspected of pursuing a nuclear
arsenal nonetheless (Arms Control Association 2025). While there is no evidence that
Iran currently possesses any nuclear weapons, the US considers the possibility a
significant threat (Singh 2025). The second state is Israel. In contrast to Iran, Israel
has not signed the NPT and likely already possesses approximately 90 nuclear
warheads (Arms Control Association 2025). While Israel is an ally to the US, the self-
help nature of the international system implies that the state cannot be trusted to act

in accordance with US interests indefinitely.

Similarly to the explanation provided by the aim of regional hegemony, the US’s
overwhelming support for Israel, while not clearly aligned with the state’s nuclear
superiority aim, may be due to the perception that Iran is the bigger or more immediate
threat. However, in this case the US’s support for Israel does not appear advantageous
as the US already has the capacity for deterrence. Conversely, this decision has the
potential to exacerbate the threat, as Iran’s interest in pursuing nuclear weapons may
deepen in response to the perceived threat of Israel’s dominance in the region.
Ultimately, the aim of nuclear superiority offers a somewhat weak explanation of the

US’s actions during the Israel-Gaza war.

4.3.4. Human Rights Interventions

According to offensive realism states will always prioritise the four primary aims
discussed above over any international humanitarian pursuits (Mearsheimer 2001:
47). Contrary to this claim, many of the US’s actions appear to reflect an attempt to
balance support for Israel and concern over the war’s catastrophic impact on the
citizens of Gaza (see 4.2). However, as argued by Mearsheimer (2001: 54), states
often frame strategic actions in moral terms. This subsection therefore examines the
extent to which three seemingly humanitarian actions taken by the US can be
explained by strategic interests rather than humanitarian concern.

The first action to be examined is the US’s strong condemnation of the actions taken
by Hamas (see 4.2). This action appears humanitarian on the surface, but the US’s
perception that Iran is providing support to Hamas reveals the potential for strategic
motivations (US Department of the Treasury 2023). As discussed, any increase in

Iranian influence in the region is a potential threat to the US’s primary aims of regional
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hegemony and wealth maximisation (see 4.3.1 and 4.3.3). Also notable is the US’s
decision to continue to support Israel a year into the war despite being at least partially
aware of the state’s IHL violations (see 4.2). This suggests that the US’s condemnation

of Hamas may be more strategically motivated than humanitarian.

The second action under consideration is the US’s provision of aid to Gaza. This action
appears to reflect genuine concern over the humanitarian crisis facing civilians in the
territory. The state has donated roughly one billion dollars to this cause (see 4.2),
which appears misaligned with the aim of wealth maximisation. However, providing
this aid allows the US to project a degree of neutrality, increasing its credibility as a
mediator in the conflict. As discussed, this position is important to the US’s wealth
maximisation goals in the region, and the short-term financial cost may therefore be
perceived as worthwhile. Consequently, while it cannot be definitively said that this
action does not reflect some level of humanitarian concern, it can also be explained

by broader strategic objectives.

The final action to be considered is the US’s decision to pause a shipment of weapons
to Israel over concern that the weapons may increase civilian casualties (see 4.2).
This action, unlike the other two, does not appear to support any of the four primary
aims of states, and may even threaten them. The US’s decision to support Israel allows
the state a degree of influence and power in the region and aligns with the aims of
wealth maximisation and regional hegemony. Additionally, unlike the decision to send
aid to Gaza, this action does not increase the state’s projection of neutrality as it may
be perceived as an acknowledgement of IHL violations with only temporary or limited
repercussions. However, the state’s decision to continue to supply Israel with weapons
following this raises questions as to whether the decision was truly humanitarian in
nature. Ultimately the US’s seemingly humanitarian actions can, for the most part, be
explained by strategic interests, although there are exceptions.

4.3.5. Analysis of Offensive Realism’s Applicability

Offensive realism appears well suited in many instances to explain the US’s actions
regarding the IHL violations that occurred during the Israel-Gaza war. The framework
was able to explain the US’s decision to act as a mediator in the conflict, condemn
Hamas, and send aid to Gaza, as well as partially explain the state’s decision to

provide economic and military support to Israel. Additionally, offensive realism’s
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argument that states will not prioritise humanitarianism at the expense of security or
economic aims appears largely accurate in the case of the US’s seemingly

humanitarian actions in the region.

However, the framework is not without its limitations. For example, the US’s seemingly
humanitarian actions may have been better explained in strategic terms if one were to
consider the aim of increasing soft power, but this form of power is not expressly
recognised within offensive realism. Additionally, the US's extensive support for Israel
despite its hegemonic potential and nuclear capabilities suggests that the situation
requires a more nuanced explanation than offensive realism provides. It must also be
noted that Mearsheimer, in a book explaining the US’s support for Israel released in
2007, made no mention of offensive realism or its assumptions (Mearsheimer 2007).
In summation, while there is undeniable value in using offensive realism as a
framework to explain the US’s actions regarding IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza
war, the theory lacks nuance and as a result, does not fully capture the complexity of

the situation.
4.4. Role Theory and the US

Having established that offensive realism provides valuable but incomplete insights
into US behaviour, this section continues by considering role theory as an alternative
theoretical lens. In order to achieve this, this section begins by identifying and
explaining the US’s four self-perceived roles, before examining each role conception’s
ability to explain the US’s actions regarding IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war.
Finally, this section will evaluate the overall effectiveness of role theory as a theoretical

framework in this specific case.

4.4.1. The US’s Roles

In order to effectively apply and evaluate role theory as a framework for understanding
and explaining the US’s actions during the Israel-Gaza war, the US’s role conceptions
must be identified and explained. Following the same methodology employed in
Chapter 3, the most frequently appearing relevant words and phrases have been
automatically extracted from 24 702 sources released by the US government (see

Appendix D) to facilitate this process. The manual analysis and categorisation of this
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data revealed four distinct role conceptions, two of which draw upon Holsti’s (1970)

typology.

The first role that the US perceives for itself is that of the ideological champion. The
ideological champion views itself as the global defender and promoter of its core
ideological values and actively opposes competing systems. For the US, this ideology
centres around democracy, individual rights, and freedom. This role is inspired by
Holsti's (1970: 264) “defender of the faith” which focused on promoting one of two
ideologies within alliance blocs, but has been expanded to encompass the global
promotion of a value system across all regions and against multiple competing
ideologies. Evidence of this role appears throughout the analysed documents, with
frequent mentions of ‘freedom,’ ‘rights,” and ‘democracy,” and references to supporting,
defending, and promoting these values. The ideological competition aspect is evident
through frequent mentions of 'communism,' 'authoritarian,’ and 'dictatorship,’ while
global value projection can be seen in phrases such as 'American values,' ‘capitalism,’

'‘fundamental values,' ‘democratic transition’ and references to the 'free world'.

The US’s second self-perceived role is the global provider. The global provider views
itself as uniquely positioned to help other nations. The emphasis is on assistance
rather than collaboration, and this assistance is given from a perceived position of
strength. This role is inspired by Holsti's (1970: 266) “developer” role and shares
similar undertones of superiority but has been broadened from the perception of a duty
to aid underdeveloped countries economically to include all forms of international
assistance to nations at every level of development. The prevalence of phrases such
as 'provide,' 'assist,' 'aid,' 'support,’ and 'fund’ in the analysed documents is evidence
of this role conception. Although the documents do reference partnerships and
collaboration, the frequent use of power-based language, including mentions of
'strongest,' 'dominant,' 'leading,' and 'coordinating,' suggests that the US perceives

itself as directing rather than participating equally in international efforts.

The US’s third role conception, which it shares with South Africa, is that of the human
rights defender (see 3.4.1). The term ‘human rights’ appears frequently in US
government documents, alongside consistent references to violations of and
intentions to protect and advance rights globally. Additionally, terms such as ‘victims,’
‘vulnerable people,” and ‘civilians’ are frequently mentioned and often paired with
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action words such as ‘protect’ and ‘support.” Finally, mentions of ‘human rights
defenders,’ the promotion of access to basic needs such as food, water, and shelter,
and numerous references to ‘inequality’ and ‘discrimination’ further support the US’s

role conception as a human rights defender.

The US’s final role conception is the global security commander. The global security
commander views itself as responsible for maintaining international order and security
through both the coordination of global responses and unilateral action. Evidence of
this self-perception appears in the numerous references to ‘international security,’
‘global challenges,’” ‘military,” ‘threats,” and ‘defense.” Similarly noteworthy but more
specific terms found in the analysed documents include ‘terrorism,’” ‘counterterrorism,’
several international terrorist organisations, and various references to multiple
ongoing international conflicts. Finally, evidence of the leadership aspect of this role
conception can be found in the frequent appearance of terms such as ‘leading,’
‘coordinating,” and ‘NATO.’

4.4.2. Role Theory as a Framework for the US

In line with role theory, this subsection investigates the extent to which the US’s actions
concerning IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war align with the expectations
derived from the four role conceptions identified above. The purpose of this
comparison is to assess the explanatory and predictive value of role theory as a

theoretical framework for analysing state behaviour in this context.

The US’s first identifiable role conception is that of the ideological champion. As an
ideological champion, it is expected that the US promote democratic values worldwide.
Additionally, it is expected that the US show support for Israel, as democratic forms of
governance have not been widely accepted in the Middle East and there have been
many references made by the US to shared democratic values between the US and
Israel (Desai 2024: 98; US Embassy Jerusalem 2024; The White House 2022). This
perspective is reflected in a statement by US representative Mike Lawler (2023), who
described Israel as “the only multicultural, multi-ethnic, multi-racial, and multi-religious
democracy in the Middle East.” The US's response to the Israel-Gaza war largely
aligns with these expectations. The US has consistently supported Israel's right to
defend itself while providing substantial military and economic aid throughout the war
(see 4.2).
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Conversely, the US's seemingly muted response to potential IHL violations by Israel
does not align with this role conception. While the US has encouraged Israel to allow
greater humanitarian access into Gaza and act in better accordance with IHL, the
decision to continue supporting Israel, as well as the state’s rejection of ICJ and ICC
rulings on the matter (see 4.2), suggests that the US applies its ideological standards
selectively. As a result, while the US’s ideological champion role conception is able to
provide a degree of understanding concerning the state’s actions in this case, there

are notable inconsistencies.

The US’s second role conception, that of the global provider, similarly creates certain
expectations. In the context of the Israel-Gaza war, it is expected that the US, as a
global provider, extend humanitarian, economic, military, and diplomatic aid to both
Israel and Gaza in a manner that reflects perceived superiority and global
responsibility. Several of the US’s actions align with this expectation. Since the
beginning of the war, the US has provided physical military assistance as well as
roughly 12,5 billion dollars in military aid to Israel, and roughly 1 billion dollars in
humanitarian aid to the people of Gaza (see 4.2). Additionally, the US has played an
active role in mediation efforts, demonstrating the state’s self-perceived capacity to

coordinate international diplomatic initiatives.

However, the imbalanced nature of this assistance suggests a selective approach that
may not align with the US’s global provider role conception. On the one hand, this
selectivity can be partially explained by the US’s view of the conflict, as the US has
maintained that Hamas is responsible for civilian suffering in Gaza (see 4.2). From this
perspective, supporting efforts by Israel to eradicate what it views as a terrorist
organisation could be interpreted as a form of indirect assistance to Gaza. Conversely,
this skewed provision of assistance suggests a politically motivated approach, further
evidenced by the US’s decision to pause bomb shipments to Israel over humanitarian
concerns. Ultimately, while the US largely acts in a manner consistent the global
provider role conception, the state’s selective approach to assistance reveals

inconsistencies.

As a human rights defender, it is expected that the US advocate for the safety of
civilians during the Israel-Gaza war and consistently condemn any human rights

violations regardless of the perpetrator. Several of the US’s actions align with these
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expectations. As discussed above, the US immediately and strongly condemned the
October 7th Hamas attack on Israel and has shown great concern for the hostages
taken during this attack. Additionally, the US has called for greater humanitarian
access into Gaza and has provided roughly 1 billion dollars in humanitarian aid,
intended to be used to increase food and health security. Finally, the US made the
decision to pause a shipment of bombs to Israel due to concerns that they may result

in significant civilian casualties (see 4.2).

Despite these clear alignments, there are inconsistencies. For example, the US
abstained or voted against several UN resolutions encouraging greater assistance to
Palestinian refugees (see 4.2). This is an unusual action for a state that perceives itself
as a protector of the rights of vulnerable individuals. Similarly, the US chose to reject
both the ICJ case presented by South Africa and the ICC’s decision to announce arrest
warrants for Israeli officials over war crime allegations. A state occupying the role of a
human rights defender is expected to support investigations into potential human
rights violations, particularly by international legal mechanisms designed to protect
human rights. In summation, the human rights defender role conception is able to

explain several of the US’s actions in this context but directly contradicts others.

Finally, as a global security commander, it is expected that the US maintain
international order and security through both the coordination of global responses and
unilateral action. In the context of the Israel-Gaza war, this would involve supporting
Israel's efforts to counter terrorist threats while simultaneously working to prevent
regional escalation and maintain stability. The US has largely acted in accordance with
this role conception. The state immediately condemned the October 7" Hamas attack
and urged other states within the UN to do the same. Additionally, the US provided
substantial military support to Israel, including roughly 12,5 billion dollars in military
aid, and deployed 14 ships to deter regional involvement. Finally, the US, alongside

Egypt and Qatar, successfully brought about a ceasefire in January 2025 (see 4.2).

However, the US's consistent vetoing of UN ceasefire resolutions reveals
inconsistencies. While this decision can be justified by the US's view of Hamas as a
terrorist organisation that must be defeated to ensure international security, the state’s
approach appears to prioritise support for one party over immediate de-escalation and
regional security. Ultimately, despite the discrepancies caused by the US’s extensive
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support of Israel, the state’s actions largely align with what is expected from a global

security commander.

4.4.3. Analysis of Role Theory’s Applicability

In analysing the extent to which the US’s actions during the Israel-Gaza war align with
the states four role conceptions, both strengths and limitations concerning role theory’s
applicability appear. Role theory successfully justifies the US’s decision to immediately
support Israel and condemn Hamas following the initial attack in 2023 through both
the ideological champion and the global security commander role conceptions.
According to these two role conceptions, this decision was based on shared
democratic values between the US and Israel, as well as a commitment to fighting

global terrorism.

Similarly, the US’s decision to provide humanitarian aid to Gaza can be explained by
the state’s global provider and human rights defender role conceptions. Finally, the
US’s mediation efforts align with the state’s global provider and global security
commander role conceptions. Each of these actions can be explained by more than
one role conception. While many of these explanations differ, this is a strength rather
than a weakness as each explanation can exist alongside others without contradiction,
thereby providing an increased understanding of both the state’s actions and

motivations.

Despite the clear explanatory power of role theory in this case, several limitations also
appear. None of the US’s discussed role conceptions were able to explain the state’s
muted response to alleged IHL violations by Israel, nor were they able to explain the
state’s rejection of ICC and ICJ rulings on the matter. In fact, both actions directly
contradicted the expectations of both the ideological champion and human rights

defender role conceptions.

Additionally, many contradictions between roles appeared. For example, the US’s
decision to pause a shipment of bombs to Israel over humanitarian concerns is aligned
with the state’s human rights defender role conception but suggests a selective
approach to providing international assistance that does not entirely align with what is
to be expected from a global provider. Similarly, while the US’s decision to continue to
support and provide military aid to Israel throughout the war can be viewed as a global
security commander aiding in the fight against terrorism, as an ideological champion
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the US is expected to have at least decreased this support following the allegations
that Israel is violating IHL. These contradictions undermine the predictive power of role

theory, as the prioritisation of different roles will yield different results.

Similarly notable is role theory’s failure to adequately account for how material
capabilities may influence a state’s ability to act in accordance with its self-perceived
roles. For example, both the US and South Africa occupy human rights defender role
conceptions, yet the US provided approximately 1 billion dollars in humanitarian aid to
Gaza while South Africa provided only roughly 2.8 million dollars® (see 3.3 and 4.2).
This disparity indicates that ideational factors may need to be complemented by
material considerations to fully explain state actions. Moreover, using role theory as a
framework in the US context creates a unique limitation not visible in South Africa’s
case, as the US is dominated by two political parties with many opposing views. While
a state’s role conceptions develop as a result of numerous sources and over many
years (Holsti 1970: 245), this internal opposition may still have had an impact. This
limitation is partially addressed by analysing sources spanning both Republican and
Democratic administrations but could be further rectified by expanding the scope

beyond the current six-year period in future research.

Beyond these case-specific limitations, the exclusion of role prescriptions, though a
conscious decision, remains a concern as it results in only a partial application of role
theory (see 3.4.3). Ultimately, role theory undoubtedly offers valuable insights into
several actions taken by the US during the Israel-Gaza war, though inconsistencies
and contradictions undermine the effectiveness and reliability of the theory as a

framework for analysis in this context.
4.5. Conclusion

The purpose of Chapter 4 was to uncover the extent to which offensive realism and
role theory, respectively, are able to explain the US’s actions regarding IHL violations
during the Israel-Gaza war. This was achieved by first outlining the various actions

taken by the US in response to the war. These actions were then analysed through

3 South Africa’s monetary contribution was converted from rands to dollars in this case to allow for a
direct comparison.
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the lenses of offensive realism and role theory. As was the case in Chapter 3, both

theoretical frameworks demonstrated distinct strengths and limitations.

For example, while offensive realism fails to explain the US’s decision to pause
weapons shipments to Israel over humanitarian concerns, this action aligns with the
state’s human rights defender role conception. Conversely, the US’s muted response
to Israel’s alleged IHL violations contradicts what is expected of a state occupying
ideological champion and human rights defender role conceptions but is easily
explained by offensive realism’s argument that states do not prioritise humanitarian
action. Role theory is similarly better equipped to explain the US’s initial support for
Israel, framing it as aiding the global fight against terrorism and supporting a fellow
democracy. This support is only partially explained by offensive realism due to Israel’s
potential for regional hegemony and nuclear power. However, role theory is largely
unable to justify the US’s continued support for Israel following allegations of IHL

violations, while offensive realism’s partial explanations still stand.

Notably, both offensive realism and role theory offer explanations for several US
actions. For example, the provision of aid to Gaza can be understood as the actions
of a global provider or a human rights defender, as well as a strategic decision that
allows the US to project neutrality, thereby maintaining influence in a wealthy region.
Similarly, the US’s decision to condemn Hamas aligns with several of the state’s role
conceptions, but may also be explained as an act that increases national security.
Finally, the US’s global provider and global security commander role conceptions
explain the state’s mediation efforts, though these efforts may also be seen as an effort

to maintain control and influence in a wealthy region.

While offensive realism and role theory differ in their explanations of these actions,
each explanation offers valuable insights into a complex set of decisions that may not
have been driven by singular motivations. Additionally, the brief comparison of the US
and South Africa's actions as human rights defenders illustrates how each theory
addresses limitations in the other. Role theory explains motivations that material
factors alone do not capture, while offensive realism explains limitations in state
capabilities that role conceptions do not adequately account for. Ultimately, the two
theoretical frameworks once again appear complementary, as each theory offers
unique insights not considered by the other.
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Chapter 5: Conclusion

5.1. Introduction

In analysing state reactions to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war, this study
identified a troubling pattern in existing IR literature. Rather than systematically
applying appropriate theoretical frameworks to analyse state behaviour, scholars and
commentators appear to gravitate toward theories that intuitively 'fit' particular states.
For example, the US’s actions are typically explained through material factors while
South Africa's responses are more commonly understood in ideational terms, despite
both states reacting to the same phenomenon. This selective and inconsistent
approach risks producing incomplete explanations and overlooking crucial insights. As
a result, this study argued that analyses of state reactions to IHL violations are better
served by a pluralistic approach. Using the contrasting responses of the US and South
Africa to IHL violations during the Israel-Gaza war as case studies, this research
systematically applied both offensive realism and role theory to each state's actions in

order to justify this argument.

This research asked: What are the benefits and limitations of applying both offensive
realism and role theory to IHL implementation cases, compared to a single-theory
approach? To answer this, two sub-questions were posed: How do offensive realism
and role theory differ in their explanations of state reactions to IHL violations? And
what new insights emerge when both frameworks are applied that single-theory
analyses may overlook? This analysis ultimately revealed that both theoretical
frameworks offer valuable but incomplete explanations of each state’s behaviour. More
importantly, it demonstrated that the combination of these two frameworks resulted in
a more comprehensive explanation than either framework was able to provide alone.
Chapter 5 synthesises these findings by systematically addressing the research

questions posed in Chapter 1.
5.2. Summary

This study was structured in a manner that facilitated the systematic examination of
the explanatory power of role theory and offensive realism in relation to the case
studies. Chapter 1 identified a pattern of selective theoretical application in existing IR
scholarship and established the research problem, questions, and methodology.
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Chapter 2 provided the necessary foundation for further analysis. Through an
examination of IHL’s core principles of distinction, proportionality, and precaution, the
chapter demonstrated that both Israel and Hamas have violated IHL. This chapter
additionally introduced and explored Mearsheimer’s offensive realism, which argues
that states primarily seek to maximise their relative power to ensure survival in an
anarchic international system, and Holsti’s role theory, which argues that states act in
accordance with their self-perceived roles in the international arena. A comparison of
the two frameworks revealed fundamental differences in assumptions concerning what

drives a state, the levels of analysis used, and the evidence relied upon.

Building upon this foundation, chapter 3 systematically applied both offensive realism
and role theory to South Africa's responses to the Israel-Gaza war. The chapter began
by identifying various actions taken by South Africa. Notable actions include instituting
formal proceedings against Israel at the ICJ, releasing various statements condemning
Israel’s actions, releasing far fewer statements condemning Hamas, and consistently
supporting UN resolutions advocating for Palestinian rights. Through the lens of
offensive realism, these actions were understood as strategic moves intended to
secure the state’s position as a regional hegemon and maximise power. Through role
theory, the same actions were explained by South Africa's self-perceived roles as a
collaborative partner, peace facilitator, mutual developer, law upholder, and human
rights defender. Both theories explained certain actions the other could not, with
offensive realism’s practical simplicity pairing well with the nuance offered by role

theory.

Chapter 4 presented a parallel analysis of US responses to the same situation.
Notable actions taken by the US include the state’s continued military support for
Israel, humanitarian aid to Gaza, voting patterns within the UN, and mediation efforts.
Offensive realism explained these actions as efforts to ensure security and maximise
relative power through maintaining regional hegemony and maximising wealth. Role
theory interpreted the same actions as acts of an ideological champion, global
provider, human rights defender, and global security commander. Both frameworks
provided valuable insights despite offensive realism appearing slightly better suited to

the US case and role theory to South Africa's.
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The systematic application of both theoretical frameworks to each state’s actions
revealed several key insights that address the research questions posed in Chapter
1. This section addresses these questions, examining how the theories differ in their
explanations, what new insights emerge from this dual-theoretical application, and the

resultant overall benefits and limitations of taking this approach.

5.2.1. How Offensive Realism and Role Theory Differ in Their Explanations of State

Reactions to IHL Violations

Chapters 3 and 4 revealed several fundamental differences in how offensive realism
and role theory explain state responses to IHL violations. Most notably, offensive
realism consistently emphasised the strategic motivations behind seemingly
humanitarian actions, while role theory attributed these actions to established role

conceptions derived from sources such as values and historical experiences.

For example, role theory explains South Africa’s decision to bring a case against Israel
to the ICJ as consistent with the state’s self-perception as a law upholder and human
rights defender. In contrast, offensive realism views this decision as being driven by a
desire to project influence and achieve regional hegemony. Similarly, South Africa’s
calls for and provision of humanitarian assistance in Gaza are explained by role theory
as the actions of a mutual developer and human rights defender but interpreted by
offensive realism as an effort maximise power by reinforcing the state’s reputation as

a moral, responsible, and influential global actor.

The analyses of the US’s actions revealed the same pattern. The US’s decision to
provide aid to civilians in Gaza is explained by role theory as the expected actions of
both a global provider and a human rights defender. Conversely, offensive realism
explains this decision as a driven by a need to maintain influence in a wealthy region.
Similarly, the US’s decision to condemn Hamas was driven, according to offensive
realism, by aims of regional hegemony and wealth maximisation. However, role theory
attributes this decision to the state’s ideological champion and global security provider

role conceptions.

Interestingly, neither framework captured the full complexity of either state’s
responses. For example, role theory failed to explain South Africa’s decision to
strongly condemn Israel’s IHL violations while remaining comparatively silent on

Hamas’s actions. Offensive realism’s claim that states often justify strategic actions in
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moral terms offered insights into this decision. Conversely, offensive realism’s
assumption that material interests will always be prioritised over humanitarian concern
contradicted South Africa’s decision to continue pursuing the ICJ case against Israel
despite potential negative economic consequences. Role theory views this decision
as a mutual developer consciously risking short-term negative economic impacts in

order to support the growth and development of Palestine.

Similarly, offensive realism fails to explain the US’s decision to pause weapons
shipments to Israel over humanitarian concerns, but this action aligns with the state’s
human rights defender role conception. On the other hand, the US’s muted response
to Israel’s alleged IHL violations does not align with the state’s ideological champion
and human rights defender role conceptions but can be justified by offensive realism’s
argument that states prioritise strategic interests over humanitarian concern. These
contrasting explanations further demonstrate the differences in approach between

offensive realism and role theory.

5.2.2. New Insights that Emerge When Both Offensive Realism and Role Theory are
Applied to the Case Studies

The analysis of South Africa and the US’s actions concerning IHL violations during the
Israel-Gaza war through both role theory and offensive realism revealed several
valuable insights that single-theory approaches overlook. Firstly, this dual-theoretical
approach exposes contradictions in state behaviour that may be otherwise obscured.
As discussed (see 5.3.1), some state actions were best explained as material interests
through offensive realism, while others were better accounted for by ideational factors

through role theory.

Secondly, applying both role theory and offensive realism to the case studies better
accounts for this complexity. For example, South Africa’s decision to pursue a case
against Israel at the ICJ can be understood both as the actions of a law upholder, and
as a strategic effort to increase regional influence. This suggests that states may be
motivated by different factors in different situations, or even multiple factors
simultaneously. The potential existence of multiple motivators is better addressed
through a pluralistic approach.

Thirdly, this dual-theoretical approach reveals how material capabilities affect a state’s
ability to act in accordance with their self-perceived roles. For example, both the US
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and South Africa occupy human rights defender role conceptions, yet the humanitarian
aid that each state provides to civilians in Gaza is vastly different. This disparity shows
that ideational factors alone cannot fully explain state actions without considering
material capabilities. Role theory's failure to adequately account for how state
resources influence actions is a significant gap that offensive realism is able to fill.
These insights demonstrate that applying both frameworks produces more

comprehensive explanations than either theory provides alone.

5.2.3. Benefits and Limitations of Applying Both Offensive Realism and Role Theory
Compared to a Single-Theory Approach

The primary benefit of applying both offensive realism and role theory to the case
studies and, by extension, the benefit of a pluralistic approach to analysing state
responses to IHL violations, is the increased explanatory and predictive power this
approach provides. This benefit stems from two sources. The first source is the new
insights provided by the approach, outlined above, which reveal and address the

complexity of state actions.

The second source is the acknowledgement of the respective strengths and
weaknesses of each theory. As discussed, neither theoretical framework provides a
complete explanation for either state’s actions, and several actions taken by both the
US and South Africa were better explained by either role theory or offensive realism.
Role theory is particularly useful in explaining actions that align with a state’s identity
and values but do not appear to be strategically motivated. Conversely, offensive
realism effectively explains actions that appear inconsistent with state values but serve
a strategic purpose. As a result, this dual-theoretical approach accounts for actions
that appear unexpected if studied from a single lens, providing a more comprehensive

understanding of both states’ actions.

While the advantage of this approach is clear, it is not without limitations. The primary
limitation stems from cases in which both role theory and offensive provided distinct
explanations for a single action. While this is beneficial in that it allows for different
motivations to coexist, it also introduces several challenges. Specifically, the existence
of competing explanations for what drives state actions may obscure causal

relationships, increase complexity, and hinder one’s ability to draw clear or definitive
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conclusions. Resultantly, a dual-theoretical approach may be less practically useful for

policymakers that require clarity.

Despite this, the benefits outweigh the costs in this study. However, it is important to
note that pluralism does not resolve the fundamental tensions between role theory and
offensive realism, nor does it absolve the limitations inherent in each framework. The
incompatibility between material and ideational explanations remains—opluralism
simply makes this incompatibility visible. Whether this constitutes a methodological

strength or weakness may depend on the research context and objectives.
5.3. Conclusion

This study intended to challenge the pattern of selectively and inconsistently applying
theoretical frameworks in IR scholarship regarding state reactions to IHL violations by
demonstrating the value of theoretical pluralism in such cases. Following the
systematic application of both offensive realism and role theory to the actions of the
US and South Africa during the Israel-Gaza war, this research reiterates its central
argument that analyses of state reactions to IHL violations are better served by a

pluralistic approach.

Neither framework fully explained each state's actions alone, but their combination
revealed contradictions and multiple coexisting motivations that single-theory
analyses overlook. Role theory and offensive realism proved complementary in that
each addressed gaps the other left unexplained. However, these findings are
suggestive rather than definitive. This study demonstrates some benefits of pluralism
in these specific cases, but cannot claim to provide full explanatory insights into state
responses to |HL violations more broadly. The extent to which these findings can be
generalised beyond the US and South Africa, or beyond the Israel-Gaza war context,

requires further research.

These findings suggest potential value in pluralistic approaches to understanding state
responses to IHL violations in IR scholarship. However, this study examined only two
theories applied to two states in one conflict—a limited scope that cannot support
sweeping claims about the superiority of pluralism. Moreover, the ongoing nature of
the Israel-Gaza war and the limited academic research available on state responses

mean that the findings presented here are preliminary. As the conflict evolves and
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more comprehensive scholarship emerges, the explanatory power of both offensive

realism and role theory may be reassessed.

Further research is required to determine whether these benefits hold across different
theoretical combinations, different states, and different conflicts. Additionally, the
practical utility of pluralism for policymakers remains uncertain given the complexity
and potential ambiguity it introduces. While this study demonstrates that pluralism can
produce richer explanations in certain contexts, scholars must weigh these benefits
against the practical and analytical challenges pluralism presents. The question is not
whether pluralism is universally superior, but rather when and under what conditions

it offers meaningful advantages over single-theory approaches.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Python Code for Content Analysis

import nltk

import re

from nltk.corpus import stopwords
from nltk.tokenize import word_tokenize
from nltk.stem import PorterStemmer
from nltk.probability import FreqDist
from nltk.util import ngrams

from collections import Counter
import string

import numpy as np

import pandas as pd

import os

class Phrase:

def __init__(self, phrase_id: str, total_count: int, unique_count:

expected_count: int, contents: set):
self.phrase_id = phrase_id
self.total_count = total_count
self.unique_count = unique_count
self.expected_count = expected_count
self.contents = contents

def add_source(self, add=1):
self.unique_count += add

def add_total(self, add=1):
self.total_count += add

def __contains__(self, item):
return True if item in self.contents else False

def get_content_str(self):
return ", ".join(self.contents)

def get_containing_phrase_id(item: str, list_phrases: list[Phrase]):
for phrase_parent in list_phrases:
if phrase_parent.__contains__(item):
return phrase_parent.phrase_id
return "NUFFIN"

window_size = 5
cut_off_phrase_number = 10
# nltk.download('all"')

southafrican_files = []
american_files = []

irrelevant n_ 1 = []
irrelevant n 2 = []
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irrelevant_n_3 = []
irrelevant_n_4 = []
irrelevant_n_5 = []
irrelevant_n_6 = []
irrelevant n_7 = []

irrelevant_file = open("irrelevant.txt", "r")

for line in irrelevant_file:
stripped = line.rstrip()
split = stripped.split(" ")
match len(split):
case 1:
irrelevant_n_1.append(stripped)
case 2:
irrelevant_n_2.append(stripped)
case 3:
irrelevant_n_3.append(stripped)
case 4:
irrelevant_n_4.append(stripped)
case 5:
irrelevant_n_5.append(stripped)
case 6:
irrelevant_n_6.append(stripped)
case 7:
irrelevant_n_7.append(stripped)
irrelevant_file.close()

phrases = []

# Special cases

us_cap_count = 0
us_cap_source_count = 0
us_support_cap_count = 0
united_states_cap_count = 0
united_nations_cap_count = 0

]
S

continents_apostrophe_count
continents_plural_count = 0

negative_align_count = 0
negative_align_source_count

]
S

bridge_sources = []

n
—
—

relevant_n_1
relevant_n_2
relevant_n_3
relevant_n_4
relevant_n_5
relevant_n_6
relevant_n_7

nm uw unononou
L W W e W e W W |
— e

relevants = open("combined_za.csv", 'r')
for line in relevants:
splits = line.split(";")
common_phrases = []
phrase_count = 0
for phrase in splits[1:]:
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possible = phrase.split(",")[0]
if possible and possible != "\n":
try:
phrase_count += int(phrase.split(",")[1])
except:
print(f"\@33[91m Phrase: {phrase} doesn't have count; skipping.
\@33[om")
common_phrases.append(possible)
match len(possible.split(" ")):
case 1:
relevant_n_1.append(possible)
case 2:
relevant_n_2.append(possible)
case 3:
relevant_n_3.append(possible)
case 4:
relevant_n_4.append(possible)
case 5:
relevant_n_5.append(possible)
case 6:
relevant_n_6.append(possible)
case 7:
relevant_n_7.append(possible)
name = splits[@] if splits[@] else next((e for e in common_phrases if e), "NO
NAME FOUND")
phrases.append(Phrase(name, 0, 0, phrase_count, set(common_phrases)))
print(line, "Total: " + str(phrase_count))
print(f"Number of phrases: {len(phrases)}")

# relevants = open("relevant_us.txt", 'r')
# for line in relevants:

# stripped = line.rstrip()

# split = stripped.split(" ")

# match len(split):

# case 1:

# relevant_n_1.append(stripped)
# case 2:

# relevant_n_2.append(stripped)
# case 3:

# relevant_n_3.append(stripped)
# case 4:

# relevant_n_4.append(stripped)
# case 5:

# relevant_n_5.append(stripped)
# case 6:

# relevant_n_6.append(stripped)
# case 7:

# relevant_n_7.append(stripped)

relevants.close()
stop_words = set(stopwords.words('english'))

print("Irrelevant n1-7")
print(irrelevant_n_1)
print(irrelevant_n_2)
print(irrelevant_n_3)
print(irrelevant_n_4&)
print(irrelevant_n_5)
print(irrelevant_n_6)
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print(irrelevant_n_7)
print()
print("Relevant n1-7")
print(relevant_n_1)
print(relevant_n_2)
print(relevant_n_3)
print(relevant_n_4)
print(relevant_n_5)
print(relevant_n_6)
print(relevant_n_7)

dir_path = 'sources/southafrica’

for folder in os.listdir(dir_path):
for file in os.listdir(os.path.join(dir_path, folder)):
if file.endswith(".txt"):
# print(os.path.join(dir, file))
southafrican_files.append(os.path.join(dir_path, folder, file))
# american_files.append(os.path.join(dir_path, folder, file))

def clean_text(text):

global us_cap_count

global us_cap_source_count
global us_support_cap_count
global united_states_cap_count
global united_nations_cap_count

global continents_apostrophe_count
global continents_plural_count

global negative_align_count
global negative_align_source_count

temp_us_cap_count = us_cap_count

us_cap_count += text.count(" US ")

us_cap_count += text.count(" US.")

us_cap_count += text.count(" US!")

us_cap_count += text.count(" US?")

if us_cap_count is not temp_us_cap_count:
us_cap_source_count += 1

us_support_cap_count += text.count("US support")
us_support_cap_count += text.count("US Support")

united_states_cap_count += text.count("United States")

united_nations_cap_count +=
united_nations_cap_count +=

continents_apostrophe_count
continents_apostrophe_count

text.count("United Nations")
text.count("United Nations")

+= text.count("continent's")
+= text.count("Continent's")

continents_plural_count += text.count("continents")
continents_plural_count += text.count("Continents")

temp_neg_align_count = negative_align_count
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negative_align_count += text.count("non-align")
negative_align_count += text.count("Non-align")
negative_align_count += text.count("not align")
negative_align_count += text.count("Not align")
negative_align_count += text.count("nonalign")
negative_align_count += text.count("Nonalign")
negative_align_count += text.count("don't align")
negative_align_count += text.count("Don't align")
negative_align_count += text.count("dont align")
negative_align_count += text.count("Dont align")
if negative_align_count is not temp_neg_align_count:
negative_align_source_count += 1

words = word_tokenize(text.lower())

# cleaned_words = [stemmer.stem(word) for word in words if word.isalpha() and
word not in stop_words]

cleaned_words = [word for word in words if word.isalpha() and word not in
stop_words]

return cleaned_words
print("Number of files:", len(southafrican_files))

words = []
words_unique = []

n_2_grams = []
n_3_grams = []
n_4_grams = []
n_5 grams = []
n_6_grams = []
n_7_grams = []
n_2_grams_unique = []
n_3_grams_unique = []
n_4_grams_unique = []
n_5_grams_unique = []
n_6_grams_unique = []
n_7_grams_unique = []

phrases_unique = []

for file in southafrican_files:
words_file_unique = []
n_2 file_unique = []
n_3_file_unique = []
n_4 file_unique = []
n_5_file_unique = []
n_6_file_unique = []
n_7_file_unique = []
phrases_file_unique = []
print(file)
f1 = open(file, encoding='utf-8', errors='ignore')
text = fl.read()
fil.close()

cleaned_words = clean_text(text)
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# if "bridge" in cleaned_words or "bridges" in cleaned_words or "bridging" in
cleaned_words:

# bridge_sources.append(file)

n_2_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 2))

n_3_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 3))

n_4_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 4))

n_5_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 5))

n_6_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 6))

n_7_grams_file = list(ngrams(cleaned_words, 7))

for ngram_7 in n_7_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_7[01} {ngram_7[11} {ngram_7[2]1} {ngram_7[3]1}
{ngram_7[41} {ngram_7[51} {ngram_7[6]1}"
if nstring in relevant_n_7:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))
try:
n_6_grams_file.
n_6_grams_file.

remove(ngram_7[0:6])
remove(ngram_7[1:71])

n_5
n_5
n_5

JJIDD
-b-l-\-l-\-l-\
UGUQUQUQ

rams_file

U’QUGUOUOUO

n_2_grams_file.
n_2_grams_file.
n_2_grams_file.

n_2_grams_file

n_2_grams_file.
n_2_grams_file.

_grams_file.
_grams_file.
_grams_file.

rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.

rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.

remove(ngram_7[1

remove(ngram_7[0:5])

:61)
remove(ngram_7[2:7])
remove(ngram_7[0:
remove(ngram_7[1:
remove(ngram_7[2:
remove(ngram_7[3:

remove(ngram_7[0:
remove(ngram_7[1:
remove(ngram_7[2:
remove(ngram_7[3:
.remove(ngram_7[4:

remove(ngram_7[0:
remove(ngram_7[1:
remove(ngram_7[2:
.remove(ngram_7[3:
remove(ngram_7[4:
remove(ngram_7[5:

51)
61)
71)

31)
41)
51)
6]1)
71)

21)
31)
4])
51)
6]1)
71)

cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[0])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[1])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[2])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[3])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[4])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[5])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_7[6])
except Exception as error:
print(f"{error} " + '\033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[om')
for ngram_6 in n_6_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_6[0]1} {ngram_6[1]} {ngram_6[2]} {ngram_6[3]}
{ngram_6[4]} {ngram_6[5]}"
if nstring in relevant_n_6:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))
try:
n_5_grams_file.remove(ngram_6[0:5])
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n_4_
n_4_
n_4_

rams_file

_g
_8
_8
_g
_grams_file
_8
_8
_g
_g

cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
except Exception a

grams_file.
grams_file.
grams_file.

rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.

rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.
rams_file.

o

g uh
UN

b YU

remove(ngram_6[1:

.remove(ngram_6[0:
remove(ngram_6[1:
remove(ngram_6[2:
remove(ngram_6[3:

.remove(ngram_6[0:
remove(ngram_6[1:
remove(ngram_6[2:
remove(ngram_6[3:
remove(ngram_6[4:

remove(ngram_6[0])
remove(ngram_6[1])
remove(ngram_6[2])
remove(ngram_6[3])
remove(ngram_6[4])
remove(ngram_6[5])
S error:

remove(ngram_6[0:4
remove(ngram_6[1:5
remove(ngram_6[2:6

IVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
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NIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

print(f"{error} " + '\@033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[0m')

for ngram_5 in n_5_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_5[01} {ngram_5[11} {ngram_5[2]1} {ngram_5[3]}
{ngram_5[4]1}"
if nstring in relevant_n_5:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))

try:
n_4_grams_file.
n_4_grams_file.

remove(ngram_5[0:4])
remove(ngram_5[1:5])

remove(ngram_5[0:3])
remove(ngram_5[1:41)

:51)

n_3_grams_file.
n_3_grams_file.
n_3_grams_file.remove(ngram_5[2
remove(ngram_5[0:21)
remove(ngram_5[1:31)

n_2_grams_file.
n_2_grams_file.

n_2_grams_file.

n_2_grams_file

cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words.
cleaned_words
cleaned_words.
except Exception a

remove(ngram_5[2
.remove(ngram_5[3

remove(ngram_5[0])
remove(ngram_5[1])
remove(ngram_5[2])

.remove(ngram_5[3])

remove(ngram_5[4])
s error:

41)
51)

print(f"{error} " + '\033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[0m')
for ngram_4 in n_4_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_4[0]} {ngram_s4[1]} {ngram_4[2]} {ngram_4[3]1}"
if nstring in relevant_n_4:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))

try:
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n_3_grams_file.remove(ngram_4[0:3])
n_3_grams_file.remove(ngram_4[1:4])

n_2_grams_file.remove(ngram_4[0:2])
n_2_grams_file.remove(ngram_4[1:3])
n_2_grams_file.remove(ngram_4[2:4])

cleaned_words.remove(ngram_4[0])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_4[1])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_4[2])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_4[3])

except Exception as error:
print(f"{error} " + '\033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[0m')

for ngram_3 in n_3_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_3[0]} {ngram_3[1]} {ngram_3[2]}"
if nstring in relevant_n_3:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))

try:
n_2_grams_file.remove(ngram_3[0:2])
n_2_grams_file.remove(ngram_3[1:3])

cleaned_words.remove(ngram_3[0])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_3[1])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_3[2])

except Exception as error:
print(f"{error} " + '\033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[0m')

for ngram_2 in n_2_grams_file:
nstring = f"{ngram_2[0]} {ngram_2[1]}"
if nstring in relevant_n_2:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(nstring, phrases))

try:
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_2[0])
cleaned_words.remove(ngram_2[1])

except Exception as error:
print(f"{error} " + '\033[91m' + nstring + '\@33[0m')

for word in cleaned_words:
if word in relevant_n_1:
phrases_file_unique.append(get_containing_phrase_id(word, phrases))

words.extend(cleaned_words)
words_unique.extend(list(set(cleaned_words)))

grams.extend(n_2_grams_file)
grams.extend(n_3_grams_file)
grams.extend(n_4_grams_file)
grams.extend(n_5_grams_file)
grams.extend(n_6_grams_file)
grams.extend(n_7_grams_file)

rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_2_grams_file)))
rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_3_grams_file)))
rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_4_grams_file)))
rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_5_grams_file)))
rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_6_grams_file)))
rams_unique.extend(list(set(n_7_grams_file)))

g
g
_8
g
g
g
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phrases_unique.extend(list(set(phrases_file_unique)))

print("Been through all sources, creating distributions")
freq_dist = FregDist(words)

freq_dist_unique = FreqDist(words_unique)
phrase_dist_unique = FregDist(phrases_unique)
n_2_dist = FregDist(n_2_grams)
n_2_unique_dist = FregDist(n_2_grams_unique)
n_3_dist = FreqDist(n_3_grams)
n_3_unique_dist = FreqDist(n_3_grams_unique)
n_4_dist = FreqDist(n_4_grams)
n_4_unique_dist = FregDist(n_4_grams_unique)
n_5_dist = FregDist(n_5_grams)
n_5_unique_dist = FreqDist(n_5_grams_unique)
n_6_dist = FreqDist(n_6_grams)
n_6_unique_dist = FreqDist(n_6_grams_unique)
n_7_dist = FregDist(n_7_grams)
n_7_unique_dist = FreqDist(n_7_grams_unique)

print("Been through all distributions, creating phrase source counts")

for phrase_str, count in phrase_dist_unique.items():
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.phrase_id == phrase_str:
phrase.add_source(count)
print(phrase_str, count)
break

print("Been through all phrases, creating output files")
def check_irrelevancy(items):
irrelevant = False
for item in items:
if item in irrelevant_n_1:
irrelevant = True
return irrelevant

# file_big = open("output_all_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')
# phrase_big = []

file_big 2 = open("output_all_2_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')
phrase_big 2 = []

file = open("output_nl_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')

lines = []

for ngram, count in freq_dist.items():
source_count = freq_dist_unique[ngram]
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number:
lines.append((f"{ngram}", count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_1:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
# phrase_big.append(line)
if str(line[0]) in relevant_n_1:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
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if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 1")

file.close()
file = open("output_n2_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8")
lines = []

for ngram, count in n_2_dist.items():
source_count = n_2_unique_dist[ngram]
cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:
lines.append((f"{ngram[0]} {ngram[1]1}", count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_2:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[@]) in relevant_n_2:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 2")

file.close()
file = open("output_n3_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')
lines = []

for ngram, count in n_3_dist.items():
source_count = n_3_unique_dist[ngram]
cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:
lines.append((f"{ngram[@]} {ngram[1]} {ngram[2]}", count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_3:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[0]) in relevant_n_3:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 3")
file.close()
file = open("output_n4_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')
lines = []
for ngram, count in n_4_dist.items():

source_count = n_4_unique_dist[ngram]

cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)

if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:

lines.append((f"{ngram[0]1} {ngram[1]} {ngram[2]1} {ngram[3]}", count,

source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
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# if str(line[0]) not in irrelevant_n_x4:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[0]) in relevant_n_4:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 4")

file.close()
file = open("output_n5_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8")
lines = []

for ngram, count in n_5_dist.items():
source_count = n_5_unique_dist[ngram]
cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:
lines.append((f"{ngram[0]1} {ngram[1]1} {ngram[2]1} {ngram[31} {ngram[4]}",
count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_5:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[0]) in relevant_n_5:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 5")
file.close()
file = open("output_n6_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8')
lines = []
for ngram, count in n_6_dist.items():
source_count = n_6_unique_dist[ngram]
cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:
lines.append((f"{ngram[@]} {ngram[1]} {ngram[2]} {ngram[3]} {ngram[4]}
{ngram[5]}", count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_6:
# file.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[0]) in relevant_n_6:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 6")
file.close()

file = open("output_n7_za.csv", "x", encoding='utf-8")
lines = []
for ngram, count in n_7_dist.items():
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source_count = n_7_unique_dist[ngram]
cut = check_irrelevancy(ngram)
if source_count > cut_off_phrase_number and not cut:
lines.append((f"{ngram[0]1} {ngram[1]} {ngram[2]1} {ngram[3]1} {ngram[4]}
{ngram[5]} {ngram[6]}", count, source_count))
lines = sorted(lines, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
for line in lines:
# if str(line[@]) not in irrelevant_n_7:
# file.write(str(line[@]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
if str(line[@]) in relevant_n_7:
# phrase_big.append(line)
for phrase in phrases:
if phrase.__contains__(str(line[0])):
phrase.add_total(line[1])
break

print("Finished Output 7")
file.close()

lines = []

#

# phrase_big = sorted(phrase_big, key=lambda x: x[2], reverse=True)
# for line in phrase_big:

# file_big.write(str(line[0]) + "," + str(line[1]) + "," + str(line[2]) + "\n")
# file_big.close()
#

phrase_big_2 = sorted(phrases, key=lambda x: x.total_count, reverse=True)
for phrase in phrase_big 2:

file_big 2.write(str(phrase.phrase_id) +
str(phrase.unique_count) + ";" + str(phrase.expected_count) +
phrase.get_content_str() + "\n")

file_big 2.close()

+ str(phrase.total_count) + ";" +
wow oy

print("Finished Big Output 2")

print("Special cases:")

print("US CAP:", us_cap_count, us_cap_source_count)

print("US Support CAP:", us_support_cap_count)

print("United States CAP:", united_states_cap_count)

print("United Nations CAP:", united_nations_cap_count)
print("Continent's:", continents_apostrophe_count)

print("Continents:", continents_plural_count)

print("Align negative:", negative_align_count, negative_align_source_count)
# print("Bridge sources:")

#
# for i in range(len(bridge_sources)):
# print(i, bridge_sources[i])

* Appendix A includes the script used to analyse the South African sources. To run
the US sources, some minor edits were made:

e The cut_off_phrase_number is increased to 30

« Inthe first run, the relevant_za.csv input file is changed to relevant_us.csv

¢ In the second run, the combined_za.csv input file is changed to combined_us.csv
e The dir_path is changed from sources/southafrica t0 sources/america
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The american_files array is populated instead of the southafrican_files, and
must be used in the main loop
The output files are suffixed with us instead of za
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Appendix B: South Africa Document Sources

1. National Strateqgies / Key Policy Documents / Annual Reports

e South African National Interest Document

e National Defence White Paper

e White Paper on South African Foreign Policy - Building a Better World: The
Diplomacy of Ubuntu

e DIRCO Annual Report 2024

e Presidency Annual Report 2024

2. Executive Office — Speeches/Statements

e The Presidency
o https://www.thepresidency.gov.za/speeches-statements-advisories
= SPEECHES | STATEMENTS | ADVISORIES tab (2019-2025)

3. Government Departments and Agencies — Foreign Policy Focus

e Department of International Relations and Cooperation (DIRCO)

o https://dirco.gov.za/

= Media statements
= Reports
= Speeches:
e President Ramaphosa

e Minister Lamola
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Appendix C: South Africa Word/Phrase Analysis Results

Terms Total No. No. Sources
Appearances Appeared In

south africa(s) 20423 2714
growth/development 8227 1654
president cyril ramaphosa 6933 2258
global/international 6713 1525
continent africa 6303 1352
state 5767 1521
countries 4417 1288
member(s) 4178 1492
leaders 3804 1272
collaborat(e/ive/ion) 3735 1240
us (lowercase) 3590 955
economic 3557 1126
cooperation 3130 1081
communit(y/ies) 3011 1007
trade 2966 904
dirco 2882 352
countrys 2805 1141
continent 2667 832
african union (au) 2606 653
society(s) 2556 894
south african citizens 2535 844
economy 2482 804
efforts 2470 1039
committ(ed/ment) 2462 1130
challenges 2451 945
contribut(e/ion) 2431 985
progress 2357 912
free(dom) 2341 884
participat(e/ed/ion) 2224 910
region(al) 2132 707
united nations 2128 590
democra(cy/tic) 2123 841
political(ly) 2089 817
economic growth/development 2064 850
energy 1950 633
provide 1821 785
help/asist 1806 723
together 1790 910
local/domestic 1761 645
law 1752 623
employment 1742 471
security 1727 762
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brics (plus) 1705 183
sadc 1674 331
towards 1648 785
capacity 1538 680
future 1527 720
resources 1524 627
stand united 1522 791
action 1464 585
humanity 1461 589
justice 1455 555
violence 1446 440
responsibilit(y/ies) 1391 535
poverty 1352 556
role(s) 1351 706
pioneered/lead 1325 768
protect 1324 567
priorit(y/ies) 1301 498
military/army 1289 372
agreement 1287 489
levels 1284 377
interest(s) 1279 514
sustainabl(e/y) 1257 635
conflict/war (s) 1237 479
focus 1226 637
build 1212 649
strategy 1169 371
foreign 1152 333
safe(ty) 1144 448
partnership 1120 564
life 1115 585
needs 1112 548
corruption 1110 337
equal(ity) 1094 519
intervention(s) 1082 409
strengthen 1066 556
history 1053 631
governance 1050 414
strategic 1033 403
continues to support 1023 580
constitution 1005 423
international relations 966 505
court(s) 949 282
relation(s) 948 419
human rights 914 333
inclusive 895 552
climate change (effects/response) 894 387
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china 871 198
dialogue 870 385
change/transform 864 454
rights 860 373
mandela 838 338
inequalit(y/ies) 829 461
gender based violence 822 199
democratic republic of congo 820 255
transition 815 322
engagements 803 288
solidarity 771 462
power 756 366
african countries 754 411
developing 751 363
apartheid 748 413
bilateral 722 314
organisations 721 393
crisis 720 330
fight 690 392
peace 676 393
recommendation(s) 676 266
citizens 674 413
united states of america 651 258
collective(ly) 638 417
worldwide 634 425
responsible 633 293
peace and security 629 304
developed 607 273
capabilit(y/ies) 605 355
defence 600 240
economies 596 387
resiliance 576 381
affected 569 327
legal 569 222
diplomatic 569 236
sustainable development 566 306
food 559 253
shared 555 408
renewable energy 552 257
integrated 550 291
prosper(ous/ity) 547 388
solution(s) 542 337
national interests/objectives/priorities 538 113
united nations security council 528 219
stab(le/ility) 515 341
mozambique 514 199
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african continental free trade area

(afcfta) 512 191
respon(d/se) 511 329
integrity/transparency/honesty 510 295
compliance 507 119
fair(ness) 504 240
goal(s) 501 316
lesotho 501 135
local government 500 193
authority 492 243
vulnerable 487 337
global economy 479 235
leading 473 339
international communtiy 472 306
climate 464 236
african people 455 292
united kingdom (uk) 451 178
relationship(s) 445 272
prevention 445 224
missions 443 59
critical role 437 300
competition 433 278
inclusive growth 432 261
determination 431 268
israel 427 110
global/developing south 421 236
negotiation(s) 420 196
multilateral 417 181
mutual(ly) 411 273
bilateral relation(s/ship) 410 237
european union 397 154
empower(ing/ment) 394 262
health care 392 190
peaceful resolution of conflict 388 206
individuals 380 260
aligned 379 215
advocate(d/s) 375 233
nigeria 363 104
internationally 362 254
aid 359 94
development plan 350 197
legacy 348 241
peaceful 341 240
cohes(ive/ion) 341 161
fundamental 340 228
europe(an) 334 123
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border(s) 333 180
palestine 329 117
veterans 328 169
global governance 327 109
namibia 324 121
activis(t/m) 323 207
japan 322 85
germany 320 123
reconciliation 320 103
basic education 318 151
sovereignty 313 166
tanzania 313 107
people of palestine 307 114
foreign policy objectives 306 96
kenya 305 110
africas growth/development 304 178
liberation movement 303 193
bridge(s)/build bridge(s) 303 163
south african national defence force 302 67
relief measures 299 161
diversity 297 214
national development 297 174
national security 296 162
zimbabwe 296 129
weapons/arms 289 104
southern african region 288 175
international law 288 119
global challenges 286 189
strong relations 281 209
discrimination 276 152
russia 274 86
threat 272 194
water sanitation 271 151
strategic cooperation 270 171
marginalised 269 217
illegal(ly) 264 157
enhance cooperation 263 162
international affairs 259 149
humanitarian 258 125
ethiopia 256 139
international organisation(s) 256 106
gdp 254 156
ghana 254 86
national unity 253 112
south african economy 251 181
gender equality 249 132

© University of Pretoria




UNIVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
UNIVERSITY OF PRETORIA
YUNIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

(02@

bring/advance peace 247 151
sustainable development goals 245 175
courage 245 164
international cooperation 238 96
asia 237 70
reduce poverty 236 169
peace and stability 232 161
economic empowerment 227 117
mobilis(ing/ation) 226 166
fratern(al/ity) 225 176
death 224 164
south sudan 224 70
visa 219 98
mutual interest 217 159
terrorism 215 101
angola 215 91
economic reform(s) 214 147
egypt 212 124
deploy(ment) 211 132
national strategy 210 103
botswana 210 101
ties 207 167
south africas foreign policy 207 36
african government 206 148
politics 205 119
guns 204 124
trade relations(hip) 204 137
humanitarian aid 204 120
developing economies 198 135
sudan 192 104
women empowerment 191 121
food security 189 121
advance human rights 187 122
monitor 186 93
brazil 186 85
independence 185 113
advice 185 80
racial 183 110
ambition(s) 182 129
algeria 175 43
energy security 173 115
france 171 110
good governance 171 91
saudi arabia 171 47
continents 167 144
african unity 163 114
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global trade 162 110
racism 160 78
colonial(ism) 159 106
senegal 158 91
victims 157 108
civilian(s) 157 71
survivors 156 88
uganda 156 56
genocid(e/al) 155 59
international stage 155 86
diplomatic relations 152 118
oppression 150 103
migration 149 97
zambia 147 96
ukraine 145 61
trading partner(s) 145 118
international efforts 145 115
international peace and security 144 94
african leaders 143 105
injustice(s) 141 116
global health 141 67
regional integration 140 65
perspective 140 104
underdevelopment 139 109
end violence 138 87
world health organisation 138 98
malawi 138 66
libya 138 55
international norms and standards 138 79
economic cooperation 137 100
ubuntu 137 62
conflict mediation 137 86
international financial 135 101
ethics 135 41
netherlands 135 38
safer 133 94
bilateral trade 133 92
rwanda 133 87
security cooperation 133 75
development south 132 84
economic communities 132 86
pride 128 108
instability 127 107
green economy 126 89
economic relief 126 82
better life 124 104

© University of Pretoria

97



UNIVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
UNIVERSITY OF PRETORIA
YUNIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

(02@

lasting peace 123 99
tariff(s) 123 73
developed countries/economies 123 85
canada 122 52
thabo mbeki 121 68
international court justice (icj) 119 52
strengthen relations 119 89
strengthen bilateral relations 119 79
refuge(e/es) 118 78
identity 117 91
exploit(ation) 116 92
powerful 114 98
world bank 113 83
spain 113 40
apartheid regime 112 92
protector 112 42
belgium 112 28
economic relations 111 74
human dignity 110 89
ceasefire 110 67
natural disaster(s) 110 69
securing 109 91
bilateral discussions 109 85
increase trade 109 90
putin 109 43
regional economic 108 72
unilateral(ism) 108 79
mutual prosperity 107 91
mitigation 106 75
natural resources 105 83
protest(s) 105 66
national defence 104 66
multilateral institutions 103 70
national effort(s) 102 87
international partners(hips) 102 86
political security 102 57
missions abroad 102 20
compassion(ate) 101 78
bilateral mechanisms 100 11
devastation 98 80
istorical injustices 98 79
world peace 98 69
armed 97 67
structural reform(s) 97 79
strengthen multilateralism 97 58
african economies 96 77
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climate action(s) 96 59
future generations 94 81
geopolitical 94 68
switzerland 94 51
resistance 93 70
form part 92 72
isolat(ed/ion) 92 72
global order 92 49
cuba 91 36
peacebuilding 91 37
Xi jinping 90 51
support africa 89 54
suffered 88 83
key priorit(ies) 88 56
conservation 87 48
international development 87 61
freedom fighter(s) 86 61
combat violence 85 60
international developments 85 28
multilateral system 84 50
continental response 84 52
optimis(m/tic) 83 70
disarmament 83 19
better future 81 74
crisis response 81 51
peaceful africa 81 61
iran 79 37
parts world 78 74
better world 78 63
diplomatic missions 78 42
international solidarity 78 60
public institutions 77 64
sanction(s) 77 55
unjust 77 66
syria 77 18
displaced 76 59
collective responsibility 75 67
nuclear weapons 75 18
sacrifice 74 63
economic ties 73 54
multilateral forums 73 39
peace process(es) 72 53
india 72 33
security stability 70 52
global leaders 70 47
multilateral development 69 61
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better africa better world 69 57
indonesia 69 35
protect people 68 66
terrorist 68 39
violent extremism 67 42
key issues 66 48
together build 65 62
unlawful 65 44
vulnerable groups 65 52
pollution 65 27
economic impact 63 50
international humanitarian law (ihl) 63 35
economic inclusion 62 45
world trade organisation 62 44
sharpville massacre 62 31
developing/poor countries 62 48
insecurity 61 52
madagascar 60 34
international monetary fund 60 44
conflict russia ukraine 60 51
collective commitment 59 57
denmark 58 23
rights people 57 40
africa first 56 51
kingdom eswatini 56 36
ngos 55 51
rescue 55 35
peace and prosperity 55 42
burundi 55 27
maintain international peace 55 44
opposition 54 46
legal instruments 54 35
rights and freedoms 54 45
africas agenda 54 48
diaspora 54 30
rights of women 54 38
norway 54 25
independent power 53 48
multilateral cooperation 53 45
continental peace and security 53 46
au peace security council 52 43
allies 52 36
mulilateral engagemens 52 24
changing world 51 43
humility 51 42
selfless 51 41
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common goal(s) 51 50
patriarch(y/al) 51 41
conflict prevention 51 39
human development 50 39
mutual respect 49 48
toyota 49 22
italy 48 41
developing economy 48 40
united nation 48 40
murder 48 39
jamaica 48 23
previously disadvantages people 48 42
financial resources 47 43
peacekeeping 47 29
environmental degradation 47 38
un framework convention climate 47 34
change

heal 46 40
international criminal court 46 29
find(ing) solutions 45 43
leadership south 45 41
values principles 45 29
economic benefits 45 24
reform multilateral 45 35
hopeful 44 39
humanitarian cris(is/es) 44 34
non-aligned 44 28
strategic objectives 44 20
argentina 43 25
african integration 43 38
root causes 42 39
end conflict 42 38
economic challenges 42 37
sexual orientation 42 36
west africa 42 35
common future 42 39
advance african agenda 42 37
wellbeing 41 39
niger 41 37
sustainable solution(s) 41 40
patriot(ic/ism) 41 40
zelenskyy 41 15
striving 40 39
shared values 40 30
prosperous africa 40 37
reform global governance 40 31
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advance interests 39 31
universal access 39 29
nationalism 39 26
world health 39 24
innocent 38 35
member united nations security council 38 38
interconnected world 38 38
support international 38 37
internally 38 21
bilateral agreements 37 34
reliance 37 32
africa needs 37 31
common good 37 30
international forums 37 31
internationalism 37 26
gandhi 37 12
protectionism 36 32
australia 36 29
new zealand 36 27
reputation 36 26
ongoing conflict 36 32
build better south africa 36 32
international engagements 36 19
conflict(s) on the continent 36 28
pave way 35 34
historical ties 35 34
unsustainable 35 30
democratic values 35 29
better africa 35 28
reform united nations 35 32
development challenges 34 34
africas efforts 34 33
countrys history 34 32
international obligations 34 27
sadc mission mozambique 34 23
transnational 34 21
continenal strategy 34 26
water security 33 30
empathy 33 29
saving lives 33 27
regional peace 33 27
comoros 33 25
globalisation 33 21
led south 32 32
reducing inequality 32 32
uplift 32 31
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east africa 32 31
citizenship 32 29
food insecurity 32 26
trafficking 32 23
reduce carbon 32 28
inhumane 32 28
security issues 31 26
slavery 31 25
international institutions 31 30
prosporous world 31 31
regional trade 31 14
child labour 31 11
sexism 30 30
political stability 30 28
strategic importance 30 26
president biden 30 18
sweden 29 26
tunisia 29 26
passionate 29 25
decolonisation 29 18
strengthen global 29 27
global multilateral 29 25
peacekeeping missions 29 24
development goals 28 26
stabilisation 28 21
russia ukraine 27 26
common ground 27 26
health security 27 25
interdependence 27 24
carbon emissions 27 24
global warming 27 24
somalia 27 23
environmentally 27 21
interests africa 27 19
multilateral issues 27 18
recycling 27 16
rights palestinians 27 24
international support 26 24
human suffering 26 22
world war 26 21
stabalisation mission drc 26 19
humane 25 25
synergy 25 23
regional issues 25 23
chris hani 25 20
israel palestine 25 16

© University of Pretoria

103



IVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
IVERSITY OF PRETORIA
NIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

disadvantage 24 23
international issues 24 22
peace security region 24 22
global north 24 21
north south 24 20
separately 24 18
hamas 24 17
human trafficking 24 15
strengthening democracy 24 23
economic security 23 22
economic crisis 23 21
african governments 23 21
illegal occupation 23 18
peace mission 23 18
yemen 23 15
global powers 23 14
tyranny 22 21
banned 22 19
peace agreement 22 18
socialist 22 17
joint action 22 17
sadc mission 22 17
africas priorities 22 16
economic interests 22 14
human life 21 21
human rights violations 21 20
truth reconciliation commission 21 16
south south 21 15
disaster relief 21 13
trade security 21 13
xenophobia 20 20
efforts combat 20 19
peace democracy 20 18
security cluster 20 17
peace stability continent 20 15
dependence 19 19
african solutions african problems 19 19
impact global 19 18
trade barriers 19 18
address climate 19 18
group twenty 19 18
continental economic integration 19 18
glory 19 16
communist 19 15
xenophobia related 19 16
gender inequality 18 18
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reform un security council 18 18
national identity 18 17
root causes conflict 18 17
international human rights 18 15
south africa leading 18 15
regional cooperation 18 13
global agenda 17 16
states united 17 16
cooperation regional 17 15
regional continental integration 17 15
international human rights law 17 15
un peacekeeping 17 12
among african 16 16
dependable 16 15
geopolitical tensions 16 15
war crimes 16 14
africanist 16 12
kenneth kaunda 16 12
strategic bilateral 16 12
multipolar world 16 12
situation middle east 16 12
global economic growth 16 12
global security 16 11
economic stability 15 15
respect rights 15 15
international economic cooperation 15 14
political interference 15 12
violation international law 15 12
undocumented 14 13
first world 14 13
climate crisis 14 13
peace stability region 14 13
inclusive world 14 12
regional infrastructure 14 12
poverty rising 14 11
beloved continent 14 11
uphold rights 13 13
continental issues 13 13
limited resources 13 12
inclusive multilateralism 13 12
defence cooperation 13 12
rally behind 13 12
fundamental right 13 12
governance peace 13 11
unethical 12 12
global player 12 12
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mobilise international 12 12
political cooperation 12 12
global realities 12 12
regional institutions 12 12
mutual trust 12 12
one people 12 12
respective strengths 12 12
violation rights 12 11
economic exclusion 12 11
justice victims 12 11
rest africa 12 11
egalitarian 11 11
trade brics 11 11
africa led 11 11
economy strategy 11 11
diplomatic efforts 11 11
mutual support 11 11
protect planet 11 11
southern hemisphere 11 11
unjust system 11 11
south africas role 11 11
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Appendix D: US Document Sources

1. National Strateqgies / Key Policy Documents / Annual Reports

e US National Security Strategy 2022
e US National Defense Strategy 2022
e Joint Strategic Plan Fy 2022 — 2026

2. Executive Office — Speeches/Statements

e White House statements, briefings, speeches, and releases (2019-2025)

o Trump White House

https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/remarks/

o Biden White House

https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/statements-

releases/

3. Government Departments and Agencies — Foreign Policy Focus

e State.gov archives bureaus and offices fact sheets, remarks and releases

(2019-2025)

o https://2017-2021.state.gov/

o https://2021-2025.state.gov/

Bureau of Intelligence and Research

Office of Foreign Assistance

Office of the Coordinator for Cyber Issues

The Global Coalition to Defeat ISIS

Under Secretary for Arms Control and International Security
Bureau of Arms Control, Verification and Compliance

Office of Diversity and Inclusion Office of Global Women'’s Issues
Office of the US Special Presidential Envoy for Climate
Office of the Special Presidential Envoy for Hostage Affairs
Bureau of Arms Control Deterrence and Stability

Bureau of International Security and Nonproliferation
Bureau of Political Military Affairs

Bureau of Conflict and Stabilization Operations

Bureau of Democracy Human Rights and Labor
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Bureau of International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs
Bureau of Population Refugees and Migration

Office of Global Criminal Justice

Office of International Religious Freedom

Office of the Special Envoy to Monitor and Combat Anti-Semitism
Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons

Bureau of Energy Resources

Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific
Affairs

Office of Global Food Security

Bureau of Counterterrorism
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Appendix E: US Word/Phrase Analysis Results

Terms Total No. No. Sources
Appearances Appeared In

united states america 119265 15725
law(s)* 115168 7514
provide(ed/ing) 78028 11066
country / nation 76805 11138
right(s) 73062 9552
help/assist(ance) 71903 12602
individuals 70879 8186
want(s) 61476 7390
support(ed/ing) 60892 12317
women (girls) 58324 6825
national(ly) 51256 9844
member(s) 51089 9267
police / law enforcement 49371 4902
children 49146 5868
business(es) / compan(y/ies) 47376 8810
international / global 42180 9289
prison(s) / detention center(s) 40192 2766
worker(s) 39975 4922
need 39697 9834
people united states (americans) 37399 7708
fund(ed/ing) / financ(ed/ing) 37333 6730
joe biden (president) 37288 9932
violen(t/ce) 37288 5545
jobs / employment 36733 5628
leader(s) 36102 9887
prisoners 35653 2263
commit(ted/ment) 35553 10664
court(s) 34248 3578
detained / arrested 34232 3282
countries / nations 34014 8349
legal(ly) 32905 4539
protect(ion) 32541 8824
econom(yl/iesl/ic) 31942 8519
discriminat(e/ion) 30508 2912
region(s/al) 30083 7089
ban(ned/ning) / prohibit(ed/ing) 26738 4164
lead / pioneer / champion / spearhead 26531 9462
security 26513 6980

41n analysing the relevant sources, it was noted that many of the references to law were made in terms of
the US’s local law rather than international law. It is for this reason that ‘law’ was not considered as

strongly in the state’s role conceptions

despite appearing so frequently.
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chin(a/ese) 26508 4039
polic(y/ies) 26506 7565
nongovernmental organizations (ngos) 26315 2521
joint/ cgoperatlve / collaborative / together 25836 9599
/ collectively

local(ly) 25629 6228
safe(ty) / secure 25396 8369
military/armed forces 25235 6096
develop(e/ment) 25213 7538
politic(al) 24782 5985
refugee(s) 24209 2590
agree(ments) 23884 6974
fight(ing) / combat(ing) 23211 7652
human rights 22987 4358
allies / partners 22564 7856
goal(s) / objective(s) 22451 6226
education 21695 4843
world 21666 7247
donald trump (president) 21645 4271
constitution(al) 21591 3158
russia(n) 21577 3593
foreign 21043 5306
citizens 20924 4707
improv(e/ing) 20765 6609
vice president 20714 4626
corrupt(ion) 20491 2486
restrict(ions) 20294 3732
capacit(y/ies) 20235 6173
prevent(ing/ed/ion) 20048 5810
war / conflict 19993 5802
independen(t/ce) 19468 4388
defend(ed/ing) / defense 19418 6558
moritor(ed/ing) 19394 3536
resource(s) 19288 6349
american 18744 6261
ensure 18471 7031
attack(s) 18209 4387
crime(s) 17727 3344
victim(s) 17693 3437
strateg(y/ic) 17346 5840
allow / permit 17193 5110
israel(i) 17145 2318
justice 17141 4897
risk(s) 17117 5357
domestic(ally) 17068 3668
men (boys) 17015 3919
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challenges 17013 7016
threat(s) 16991 5965
democracy / democratic 16929 5870
violat(e/ion) 16895 3481
fatalit(y/ies) / casualt(y/ies) 16856 4170
alliances / partnerships 16725 6329
deal(s) 16607 4423
best / greatest 16456 6620
persons disabilities

(physical/sensory/intellectual/mental) 16283 1844
vote(s/ing) 15776 4170
ukrain(e/ian) 15302 2736
freedom / liberty 15254 5057
sexual abuse/assault/rape 15215 2026
success(ful) 14712 5304
power(ful) 14606 6249
leadership 14059 6493
free(d) / liberate(d) 13979 5662
journalists 13591 2145
elections 13585 2709
strengthen 13580 5912
drugs / narcotics 13459 3434
judge(s) 13421 2449
terror(ist/ism) 13419 3100
enforc(e/ed/ing) 13395 2109
internationally / worldwide 13262 6107
iran(ian) 13247 2337
alleged(ly) 13201 1788
border(s) 12709 3533
across/throughout united states 12667 5161
crisis 12607 5257
united nations (un) 12591 3501
migrant(s) / immigrant(s) 12541 2509
outside / external 12444 4406
healthcare 12433 4218
religion / religious beliefs 12432 2666
freedom religion 12182 2412
needs / necessities 12165 5511
sav(e/ed/ing) / rescue 12080 4506
negotiat(e/ed/ing/ion) 11833 4352
cooperation / collaboration 11712 4970
republican(s) 11578 2812
national security 11259 4482
involve(d/ment) 11252 4397
human traffick(ers/ing) 11212 1813
fail(ed) / failure 11094 3481
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ilegal(ly) 11000 3088
contribut(ed/ions/ing) 10945 4928
muslim(s) 10775 1503
peace(ful) 10711 4500
coordination / coordinate 10361 4796
religious groups 10336 1444
security forces 10333 2074
equal(ity) 10310 3951
syria(n) 10019 1760
interest(s) 10016 4679
activis(t/m) 10009 1919
europe(an) 9947 3439
human rights organizations/groups 9797 1503
civilians 9704 2983
legislation 9680 3744
ambassador(s) 9669 2784
grow(ing/th) 9611 4868
internal(ly) 9545 2908
role(s) 9503 4972
promise / pledge 9247 4335
environment(al) 9225 3795
iraq(i) 9161 1753
afghanistan 9125 1781
forced labor 9089 1495
participat(e/ing) 8978 4172
protest(s/ed/ing) 8928 1865
priorit(y/ies) 8766 4430
regime(s) 8716 1743
christian(s/ity) 8710 1359
dollars (usd) 8583 3781
trad(e/ing) 8547 3452
cruel inhumane degrading treatment 8515 1308
vulnerab(le/ility) 8468 3489
work together 8444 4540
civil society 8438 2863
bipartisan(ship) 8367 2999
kamala harris (vice president) 8329 3215
democrats 8329 2493
talks / deliberations 8316 3712
arbitrary arrests 8249 1522
responsibilit(y/ies) 8239 3801
displace(d/ment) 8222 2066
sanction(s) 8139 2772
domestic violence 8108 1458
implement(ed/ing) 8015 3766
political participation 7984 1354
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weapon(s) 7984 3082
win / victory / triumph 7965 2956
islamic state iraq syria (isis) 7952 1234
troops/soldiers 7809 2630
opponent / opposition 7597 2041
dangerous 7541 3196
counterterrorism 7391 1744
diplomacy / diplomatic(ally) 7377 3217
islam(ic) 7344 1149
poor / poverty 7260 2917
kidnap(ping/ped) 7254 1481
threaten 7228 3305
freedom expression 7226 1775
embass(y/ies) 7195 2463
wounded 6936 2237
freedom association 6861 1329
abuse/violation human rights 6809 2555
political prisoners 6788 1489
mexico 6786 1939
civil rights/liberties 6765 2350
north atlantic treaty organization (nato) 6724 1879
worker/labor rights 6713 1621
clean energy 6625 1846
child labor 6605 1306
africa(n) 6545 1980
police officers 6525 1907
torture 6440 1197
un high commissioner refugees (unhcr) 6434 1196
fair(ness) 6431 3280
recomment(ed/ing) / advis(ed/ing) 6331 2484
intelligence 6268 2547
resolve / fix / solve 6185 3581
humanitarian 6122 2451
supreme court 6081 2102
citizenship 6074 1563
freedom peaceful assembly association 5979 1280
disease(s) 5950 2387
achiev(e/ing) 5899 3108
politically motivated killings disappearance 5788 1250
sustainab(le/ility) 5722 2130
right collective bargaining 5717 1287
courage / bravery 5671 2725
political part(y/ies) 5647 1519
enforce law 5587 1443
compet(ef/ition) 5579 2426
humanitarian assistance/aid 5548 2205
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recover(y) 5513 2729
debt(s) 5469 1995
harsh prison conditions 5458 1260
jewish 5456 1311
(un)lawful 5399 2060
territor(y/ies) 5348 2314
criticize / condemn 5289 2330
race 5215 2547
right (fair/public) trial 5180 1261
bureau population refugees migration 5167 535
(prm)

occupational safety health (osh) 5159 1232
gaza 5156 886
arbitrary unlawful killings 5150 1258
demand(s/ing) 5145 2920
coalition(s) 5078 2202
india 5057 1385
climate change/crisis 5028 2129
european union (eu) 5026 1761
deter(red/ring/rence) 5015 2059
suffer(ed/ing) 4994 2911
right(s) freedom(s) 4972 1567
foreign assistance/help 4900 1518
president united states 4873 2764
minorit(y/ies) 4868 1867
japan 4804 1631
protection assistance refugees 4795 1266
freedom movement 4764 1359
accountability 4742 2256
human rights defenders/activists 4707 1384
antisemati(c/sm) 4704 754
vladimir putin (russian president) 4690 1302
civil society organizations 4687 1600
child abuse/exploitation 4659 1301
sexual harassment 4630 1292
centers disease control prevention (cdc) 4600 1128
trafficking 4590 1797
united kingdom (uk) 4578 2002
palestin(e/ian) 4575 681
solutions 4535 2640
(border) wall 4523 1401
army 4498 1847
labor / trade union(s) 4393 1183
united states agen.cy international 4314 1203
development (usaid)

asia(n) 4314 2365
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racial ethnic violence/discrimination 4294 831
prohibition child labor 4283 1242
unemployment 4277 2009
collaborate / cooperate 4237 2494
hamas 4216 736
court order/ruling 4205 1389
democracy human rights 4196 2720
influenc(e/ed/ing/ial) 4184 2103
alleged abuse/violation human rights 4141 1293
prohibits discrimination 4140 1407
voter(s) 4102 1600
facilitate 4090 2651
venezuela 4078 1022
labor law(s) 4076 1271
relief 4016 2029
bilateral(ly) 3985 2147
indigenous groups/people 3943 753
minimum wage 3920 1327
visa(s) 3879 1510
strength 3875 2322
arbitrary unlawful interference privacy 3830 1251
middle east 3815 1854
interfer(e/ed/ing/ence) 3791 1666
obligation(s) 3775 2288
shelter(s) 3741 1572
enable 3725 2419
canada 3720 1523
north korea (dprk) 3691 1009
mental health 3685 1360
free fair periodic elections (universal equal 3674 1471
suffrage)

mitigat(e/ing/ion) 3655 2046
ballot(s) 3612 1677
stateless persons 3606 1029
dispute(s) 3585 1459
financial/economic support 3561 2119
coerc(efivelion) 3549 1694
impunity 3527 1311
turkey 3516 1068
resolution(s) 3479 1892
values 3474 2108
continue support/help 3447 2441
creat(e/ed/ing) jobs 3439 1904
rights persons 3427 2103
lack transparency 3422 1172
extremis(t/m) 3392 1275
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germany 3389 1620
stab(lefility) 3379 2175
women children 3373 1590
unite(d) / unity 3355 2017
taliban 3339 490
dut(y/ies) 3332 2051
terrorist organizations 3322 1247
american workers 3320 1458
urge(d) 3302 2234
reforms 3295 1848
equity 3257 1519
history united states 3256 1772
department health human services (hhs) 3248 1508
jewish people / jews 3243 1041
economic growth/development 3212 1995
aggress(ion/ive) 3209 2016
gender equity/equality 3179 1614
international organizations 3179 1808
interven(e/ed/tion) 3177 1691
ethnicit(y/ies) 3155 1435
hostage(s) 3137 1098
press media 3107 1005
(un)documented 3088 1171
department defense (dod) 3085 698
deport(ed/ing/ation) 3056 941
sexual exploitation children 3009 1267
enemies / rivals / adversaries 3003 1533
jewish communit(y/ies) 2990 1302
palestinian people (palestinians) 2958 744
national/local law enforcement 2943 1317
religious minority groups 2938 865
return refugees / repatriation 2926 1424
deploy(ment) 2924 1663
missile(s) 2922 1215
treat(y/ies) 2875 964
terrorist attacks 2865 887
prosper(ity/ous) 2855 1924
conventional weapons destruction (cwd) 2847 173
(efforts)

initiat(e/ed/ing) 2813 1592
ukrainian people 2784 997
saudi arabia 2755 1064
Igbtqi Individuals 2737 1033
france 2734 1268
international partner(s/ship) 2733 1710
protect rights 2709 1700
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west bank 2686 327
limitation(s) / shortcoming(s) 2686 1680
access clean water 2660 1429
rel(y/ied/ying) 2645 1806
Igbtqi 2643 1162
oppos(e/ed/ing) 2611 1748
holocaust 2597 658
burma 2586 783
armed group(s) 2568 424
barack obama 2543 1176
export(ing/ed) 2543 1312
censor(ship) 2542 933
sovereign(ty) 2535 1536
atrocit(y/ies) 2515 805
protect/promote human rights 2511 1491
president xi jinping 2505 994
tariff(s) 2488 707
ceasefire 2478 847
laws prohibit 2464 849
colombia 2432 847
right vote 2422 941
fantastic/phenomenal/incredible job 2417 1044
isolat(ed/ion/ing) 2406 1479
volodymyr zelenskyy (president ukraine) 2399 788
foreign policy 2371 1441
border security 2368 805
minority groups 2366 1167
defeat(ed/ing) 2364 1324
freedom peaceful assembly 2362 918
food (in)security 2342 1233
allied / partnered 2341 1686
govern(ing) 2337 1460
african americans 2336 990
lebanon 2330 666
stabiliz(e/ing/ation) 2328 968
opposition part(y/ies) 2325 618
international community 2312 1514
foreigners 2307 935
pakistan 2306 539
respect rights(s) 2294 1314
multilateral(ism) 2294 1274
bomb(s/ing/ed) 2293 771
south korea (rok) 2275 888
security/military assistance 2258 1204
restrict access / censor internet 2253 1098
cybersecurity 2239 826
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rule law 2228 1593
people israel (israelis) 2194 672
yemen 2186 660
hezbollah/hizballah 2184 520
integration 2175 1378
moral(s/ly) 2171 1306
federal funding 2161 1443
chinese communist party 2159 371
world leader(s) 2124 1506
global health 2123 795
support ukraine 2121 1034
military personnel 2119 1193
hero(es) 2114 1149
air force 2109 1188
critical / central role 2109 1655
jerusalem 2109 367
biden administration 2099 1126
arab(s) 2088 836
local ngos 2068 733
restore 2065 1531
viethnam 2065 658
human rights watch (hrw) 2062 526
provide protection 2052 1366
landmines 2042 293
profit(s) 2039 1110
impartial(ity) 2030 1280
independent media / press 2020 1154
marginalized communities/groups 2020 1073
united arab emirates 2017 719
access education 2013 1122
risk analysis/assessment 2008 620
working partners/allies 2001 1427
ethnic minorities 1994 806
jordan 1992 816
trade deal/agreement 1964 761
militia(s) 1959 530
unfair(ly) 1951 1174
grow economy 1948 1313
cruel(ty) / brutality 1931 1288
Igbtqi violence/discrimination 1923 859
protect american people 1901 1251
peace stability/security 1891 1284
southern border 1887 675
egypt 1879 780
restrictions/violations freedom 1876 894
italy 1876 898
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former president(s) 1865 989
racis(t/m) 1858 845
powers 1842 1115
remain committed 1841 1319
american jobs 1839 817
free fair 1831 1243
access health/medical care 1829 1174
support/defend/promote democracy 1825 1111
victims/survivors sexual violence 1822 972
forced marriage 1820 1009
(anti)discrimination law 1798 975
sudan 1784 511
inequality / inequity 1776 1057
fundamental rights / freedoms 1773 1150
address climate crisis/change 1770 1092
legal assistance/aid 1759 900
guatamala 1738 598
local media/press 1727 606
hate crime(s) 1725 668
american families 1718 980
critic(ize/lism) government 1708 725
reconcil(e/iation) 1708 871
drug trafficking 1707 882
humanitarian organizations 1698 1091
protect people 1683 1262
transgender persons 1668 638
politically motivated 1664 532
foreign assistance act amended (faa) 1663 566
retaliat(e/ion) 1661 900
participation women minorities 1647 1061
international norms/standards 1641 1013
environmental protection agency (epa) 1638 583
minimum age marriage 1626 1009
women peace security (wps) act 1625 583
arms control 1619 486
norm(s) 1613 1049
russians 1611 639
security concerns 1606 1266
cuba 1602 531
freedom expression press/media 1592 868
(non)proliferation 1584 684
nonprofits 1569 1028
local partners 1558 803
rights women 1558 1104
invad(e/ed/ing) / invasion 1552 764
nuclear weapons 1545 630
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dependen(t/ce) 1544 1086
mobiliz(e/ed/ing/ation) 1535 1047
innocen(t/ce) 1522 971
pollution 1516 637
trump administration 1510 943
muslim community 1506 561
victims domestic violence 1501 844
united states economy 1500 1047
help/assist people 1488 1206
high court 1485 420
reproductive rights 1451 1072
russia ukraine war 1449 878
federal law(s) 1448 918
weak(er/ness) 1447 991
media/press freedom 1437 858
terrorist financing 1427 362
mediat(e/ion) 1426 815
communis(t/m) 1426 642
disagree(ments) 1424 971
ideolog(y/iesl/ical) 1420 713
address/prevent violence 1417 794
economic opportunit(y/ies) 1413 957
safety security 1412 998
reproductive health care 1407 811
benjamin netanyahu 1405 531
federal bureau investigation (fbi) 1394 648
noncitizen(s) 1394 432
end war 1392 902
slave(s/ry) 1392 580
latin(o/a) people 1377 450
amnesty international 1365 528
foreign/international affairs 1364 866
nato all(ies/iance) 1364 720
war crime(s) 1354 501
united nations childrens fund (unicef) 1352 627
come together 1349 1052
iranian people 1340 489
navy 1340 719
israeli defense forces (idf) 1338 207
outside country 1333 624
foreign militar(y/ies) 1332 528
rocket(s) 1325 632
import(ing/ed) 1323 839
bring(ing) together 1322 1159
united states military 1320 694
genocide 1319 553
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constitutional court 1316 454
justice system 1311 740
hunger / starvation 1303 727
global challenges 1302 933
solidarity 1296 866
right strike 1285 827
global economy 1283 865
freedom speech 1276 791
peacekeeping 1272 387
continent(s/al) 1272 644
provide support 1269 1007
disinformation 1265 674
international law 1264 780
international development 1258 938
restrictions freedom expression 1249 697
countering violent extremism 1249 541
south africa(n) 1236 542
need help/assistance 1235 934
democratic republic congo 1226 470
better/brighter future 1226 968
world war two 1221 872
prohibits arbitrary arrest 1216 1146
violations law 1216 748
defend/protect freedom 1214 943
civilian casualties 1213 485
threats/violence journalists 1213 593
democratic values/principles 1209 989
immigration customs enforcement (ice) 1203 451
equip(ped/ping) 1197 951
coup / insurgency 1196 501
organization security cooperation europe 1195 418
(osce)

security cooperation 1195 686
threat national security 1180 735
exports 1180 682
international ngos 1175 634
enforced disappearances 1165 404
rep(?r"ts c.oerced abortion involuntary 1164 1162
sterilization

security/stability prosperity 1155 926
patriot(ic/ism) 1155 768
socialis(t/m) 1154 420
law protects 1151 766
gross domestic product (gdp) 1150 772
humanitarian crisis 1143 785
russian aggression ukraine 1143 736
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chemical weapons 1141 263
propaganda 1134 577
economic security 1131 701
strongest 1130 937
central america 1127 511
regional stability/security 1120 780
combat corruption 1119 630
stand together 1114 888
united states allies / partners 1112 868
make america great again (maga) 1107 445
reduce emmissions 1106 511
countries/nations around world 1103 890
nazi(s) 1101 481
presumption innocence 1099 931
united _natlons security council (unsc) 1098 501
resolution(s)

international religious freedom 1097 617
international security 1096 774
syrian people 1096 358
international labor organization (ilo) 1095 338
border patrol 1093 409
military operation(s) 1091 617
americas 1091 468
impeach(ment/ed) 1091 381
violent extremis(t/m) 1090 421
terrorist threat 1090 691
united states government 1081 842
arbitration 1081 667
implement laws 1080 830
explosion(s) 1078 471
extrajudicial killings 1069 515
provides citizens ability choose 1062 1052
government

sustainability plan 1060 391
access lawyer(s) 1060 712
critical infrastructure 1059 570
western hemisphere 1055 550
cooperative agreements 1054 600
protect country 1053 618
latin america(n) 1049 555
foreign terrorist organization(s) 1048 536
russian invasion ukraine 1046 640
embargo 1042 475
battlefield(s) 1039 640
criminal court 1038 421
security stability 1035 901
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militant(s) 1033 316
european court human rights (echr) 1032 322
protect civilians 1031 678
dispute/conflict resolution 1029 738
participation recent elections 1026 1026
foreign governments/leaders 1018 727
un office high commissioner human rights 1015 335
(ohchr)

advance rights 1014 855
equal access 1011 799
recruitment use child soldiers 1006 245
partner countries 1001 604
close

coordination/cooperation/collaboration 999 841
asian american(s) 993 470
child labor laws 990 630
limit participation women 988 980
destabiliz(e/ing/ation) 974 725
overs(ee/aw) 971 767
trilateral 971 383
international organization migration (iom) 968 461
attack/kill/target civilians 968 441
customs border protection (cbp) 965 362
national strategy 965 639
cross(ing) border 965 565
outside world 964 725
internal security 962 621
national defense 961 674
promotlng democracy protecting human 953 432
rights

united nations security council (unsc) 949 466
south sudan 947 330
american businesses/companies 946 656
religious tolerance 944 374
united states support 930 720
naturaliz(ed/ation) 930 526
continue fight 925 701
committee prevention torture (cpt) 924 260
national human rights commission (nhrc) 921 272
censorship content 914 844
america(ns) first 913 728
residency permit(s) 913 433
illegal/irregular immigration 909 519
security/safety united states 906 776
violence threats violence 904 477
lead(ing) world 898 674
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poverty line 897 717
instability / unstable 896 619
ruling party 895 309
international committee red cross (icrc) 894 496
cooperated office un high commissioner 893 831
refugees

partnership united states 893 736
hispanic americans 889 446
discrimination based gender 886 636
exile(d) 886 396
provide funding 882 801
energy security 881 553
authoritarian 878 625
north america(n) 877 457
insecurity 872 440
united states commit(ted/ment) 870 727
military service 870 498
arrest warrant 863 568
iran nuclear deal (jcpoa) 848 382
international assistance 847 762
un human rights council 846 318
threat(s) posed 842 654
prohibits antiunion discrimination 841 826
ratif(y/ied) 841 489
ballistic missile(s) 836 423
right person challenge lawfulness arrest 832 820
explosive remnants war (erw) 830 147
people killed 828 508
african union (au) 826 393
hague convention 825 825
emmanuel macron (president france) 821 286
durable solution(s) 816 670
incentiv(e/ize) 811 615
democrats republicans 809 621
increase/deepen cooperation 801 567
unjust 799 535
dictator(ship) 798 487
support individuals 795 701
local organizations 795 519
seperatis(t/m) 795 195
insurgent(s) 794 259
victims trafficking 792 481
united nations general assembly 791 472
without government restriction 789 787
national security interests 789 569
crimes humanity 788 426
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bilateral relationship 787 610
assist ukraine 786 485
gross violation human rights (gvhr) 779 389
dominat(e/ed/ion) 779 541
human rights fundamental freedoms 778 539
release/return hostages 778 482
together support 778 751
disarmament 776 219
reduce risk 772 554
together address/advance 771 680
autonomous 770 424
transparency accountability 765 671
peace prosperity 760 613
loyal(ty) 760 517
world health organization 759 516
american manufactur(ers/ing) 758 417
financial institution(s) 754 456
strategic partnership 753 542
clean air 751 377
conflict prevention 748 644
health security 745 507
secure border 745 378
radicalization 742 215
annex(ation) 740 418
participation women conflict prevention 738 334
defense security 738 517
provide humanitarian assistance 737 652
european partners/allies 736 469
russian military 736 399
love country 722 464
improvised explosive devices (ieds) 721 232
assault weapons 719 411
humane(ly) 719 427
advocacy groups 718 535
regional partners/allies 717 537
economic recovery 715 560
russia china 713 498
government interference 711 542
advance/achieve peace 711 586
foreign military financing 706 500
native american(s) 704 321
security plan/strategy/agenda 701 434
humanity 700 524
organized crime 693 421
islamic revolutionary guard corps (irgc) 692 188
global coalition defeat isis 692 322
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victims violence 689 502
combat antisematism 687 201
political opposition 687 397
excessive force 684 433
droughts 683 399
foreign countries/nations 681 476
foreign terrorist fighters 678 157
security partnership 678 491
pentagon 678 396
criminal organizations 677 367
god bless united states america 674 672
united states wants 674 573
constitutional right(s) 672 540
international criminal court (icc) 668 206
government restrictions academic freedom 662 660
acquire citizenship 662 471
protect children 661 505
american leadership 660 398
strong partnership 659 583
boko haram 657 96
hostilit(y/ies) 651 459
critical minerals 647 258
violent crime(s) 646 418
unilateral(ly) 645 431
people around world 640 553
nonstate actors 638 336
american dream 637 387
caliphate 637 359
entire country/nation 636 546
child trafficking 628 392
increase/enhance security 627 504
air defense(s) 624 346
foreign policy goals/priorities 622 578
threats violence 622 450
west africa(n) 621 324
military assistance ukraine 618 367
civil war 615 387
present witnesses evidence 612 603
terrorist supporters 612 505
dominan(t/ce) 609 458
abortion ban 605 320
rights citizens 602 494
debt relief 600 239
respect freedom 600 514
african countries 597 365
oppress(ion/ive) 597 449
126

© University of Pretoria



(02@

UNIVERSITEIT VAN PRETORIA
UNIVERSITY OF PRETORIA
YUNIBESITHI YA PRETORIA

poor/unsafe working conditions 595 451
prohibits forced labor 593 582
world history 593 458
support/protect victims 592 461
empower women 591 380
american people need 589 507
north american free trade agreement 589 235
unjustified arrests prosecutions journalists 583 310
united states needs 583 376
defense/military cooperation 583 365
advance rights uphold dignity 582 369
developing countries/world 582 357
superior(ity) 582 379
collective security/defense 581 546
sovereignty territorial integrity 580 447
economic sanctions 580 451
advance religious freedom 579 328
regional cooperation 579 257
ethical 579 507
foreign military sales 576 196
economic ties 574 451
peace agreement 574 264
international media/press 571 300
polling station(s) 570 298
prohibits sexual harassment 566 540
greatest economy world 566 390
violat(e/ion) rights 566 408
peace process(es) 565 343
liberals 565 410
world trade organization (wto) 564 230
violent extremist organizations 562 242
equal rights 562 460
assad regime 562 194
strong economy 560 429
xenophobi(a/c) 560 332
security threat(s) 556 439
national law(s) 554 443
weapons mass destruction 552 258
neighboring countries 552 372
impose sanctions 552 417
organization american states (oas) 550 261
durable/lasting peace 549 402
imports 548 351
national security foreign policy 543 399
injustice 539 427
national interest(s) 538 443
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racial equality/equity 536 365
explosives 535 261
help americans 534 447
reach agreement 533 445
local international ngos 532 342
airstrike(s) 528 228
persons hiv aids 526 343
mutual interests 526 444
denied/restricted right(s) 525 392
domestic policy 521 390
cyberattack(s) 519 298
ukraine defend 513 397
military equipment 512 393
international cooperation 511 321
law order 511 384
support communities 511 435
economic crisis 510 414
mike pence (vice president) 508 323
women america 506 321
trafficking victims protection act (tvpa) 503 304
international humanitarian law (ihl) 498 351
insurrection / rebellion / uprising 498 319
espionage 494 321
help protect 493 440
un relief works agency (unrwa) 492 101
vulnerable people 489 364
internal conflict 489 208
support partners 488 435
global coalition 484 269
foreign relations 483 382
transnational organized crime 481 248
immoral 479 343
unconstitutional 478 350
israel gaza war 477 321
strengthen ties/partnership/alliance 473 425
interpol 471 201
security country 467 411
veto(ed) 466 208
arms export control act 464 433
prodemocracy 464 91
support israel 463 295
fossil fuel(s) 462 243
protect vulnerable 459 349
presidents emergency plan for aids relief 457 126
(pepfar)

massacr(e/es/ed) 454 301
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(un)fair trade 453 287
kim jong un (north korea president) 451 222
military intelligence 449 279
future unted states 449 383
economic cooperation 448 343
locally led 448 389
god protect troops 447 442
conciliation 442 315
south china sea 439 282
sustainable development 437 301
world stage 437 352
president mexico 436 289
morale 436 172
functioning democratic political system 435 435
restrictions freedom movement 433 319
threaten democracy 433 383
paris climate agreement 428 273
address threat(s) 424 353
need protection 421 371
bill passed 421 353
fundamental values/principles 418 368
tactical 418 271
freedom information act (foia) 416 435
better world 416 338
economic prosperity 415 371
support development 414 323
leadership role(s) 409 365
united states best 408 324
treason 408 241
humanitarian access 406 262
autocra(cy/tic) 405 278
national unity 404 293
inadequate sanitary conditions 401 372
weaken 401 338
free world 400 299
soviet union (former) 399 257
bilateral cooperation 399 340
early warning 398 254
development assistance 397 298
increased risk 396 335
global response 393 293
food aid 392 258
security intelligence 392 269
capacity develop 390 390
intelligence agenc(y/ies) 390 277
central intelligence agency (cia) 388 246
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reproductive freedom 387 212
international obligations 386 340
bipartisan agreement/deal 386 198
drug enforcement administration (dea) 385 190
development initiatives 385 372
paramilitary 381 206
diplomatic mission(s) 380 289
south america(n) 380 282
expressed support 380 318
safe country 379 304
incit(e/ment/ing) violence 379 250
nationalis(t/m) 369 220
protect environment 368 286
american troops/soldiers 367 263
assistance foreign security forces 365 366
israel right defend 365 253
partners ngos 364 342
free trade 364 233
prison overcrowding 362 289
protect women 360 284
nato members 358 215
leaders countries 357 334
immigration law(s) 356 261
south asia 353 209
political influence 352 269
patrol(s/ing) 352 267
abuse power 350 266
pluralism 350 232
defend country/nation 348 301
responsibility protect 347 329
regional peace 346 293
world war 344 277
trade polic(y/ies) 344 245
rebuild america 344 265
ukrainian military 344 239
change government peacefully 343 290
basic needs 343 288
domestic security 343 298
international trade 342 278
islamic law 341 193
global peace 341 300
doctrine 341 245
arms transfers 338 144
organization prohibition chemical weapons 335 78
(opcw)

Igbtqi rights 335 261
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coalition countries 335 292
people gaza 334 195
defense/military capabilities 334 251
grenade(s) 334 163
protect national security 333 297
fle(e/d) country 332 243
global infrastructure 332 227
united nations development program 331 177
(undp)

holocaust survivors/victims 331 182
patriarch(al) 330 187
undemocratic transition 329 321
political violence 325 208
international monetary fund (imf) 324 197
cold war 324 233
hamas terrorists 323 203
support united states 321 289
civilians gaza/palestine 321 195
christian communit(y/ies) 320 177
favorable competitive ranking 316 316
protect/advance interests 316 281
domestic courts 314 281
discrimination due religion 313 276
provide assistance 313 271
radical/far left 313 177
mediator(s) 311 195
territorial integrity 304 219
surrender 303 247
denuclearization 302 188
relationship china 301 227
global peace operations initiative (gpoi) 300 76
conventional weapons 299 151
national security strategy 297 217
incitement hatred 295 191
siege 295 168
uranium 295 119
white supremac(y/ist) 292 166
fascis(t/m) 291 157
economic community west african states 290 145
(ecowas)

prevent atrocities 289 272
collective action 289 236
permanent residen(t/cy) 289 201
arms embargo 289 107
athiest(s) 289 164
transnational criminal organizations 288 175
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east africa 288 168
warfare 285 206
peacebuilding 285 192
open borders 282 164
un peacekeeping missions 280 126
diplomatic engagement(s) 280 235
coexistance 280 175
american innovation 279 227
support region 279 175
children america 279 215
blue states 278 158
humanitarian aid gaza 276 179
international support 274 246
counternarcotics 274 141
provocation(s) 273 213
gulf cooperation council (gcc) 272 107
american interests 271 232
weapons ban 269 168
security risk 269 209
international terrorism 269 181
peace middle east 268 199
american hostages 265 169
inclusive economic growth 264 207
address root causes migration 262 181
strengthen international 262 221
american people want 260 212
emerging threats 260 223
illegal/unjustified/unprovoked war 259 233
immediate/urgent needs 258 208
border control 256 162
major/large economies 254 174
aggressor(s) 251 176
capitalis(t/m) 251 152
small arms light weapons 250 88
cgunt.rles egregious human rights 047 249
violations

domestic terrorism 244 82
conscript(ed/ion) 244 147
tyranny 243 209
universal declaration human rights 242 174
united nations mission(s) 241 192
al qaeda 241 122
forced return(s) 241 163
trade china 240 166
truce 238 109
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preventing sexual exploitation abuse 537 240
(psea)

islamophobia 237 118
foreign investment 236 197
human rights rule law 233 199
rebuilt military 233 186
crime prevention 231 169
america lead(s/ing) 230 192
state sponsor terrorism 229 154
african continent 229 149
israel security 225 159
power negotiate 224 181
funding ukraine 224 127
economic challenges 221 208
fighter jets/aircraft 221 177
suicide bombers 221 76
syrian conflict 219 138
global market(s) 217 173
america prosperous 208 174
democracy rule law 206 189
committee protect journalists (cpj) 205 160
multilateral development 205 160
strongest military 203 169
illegal aliens 201 100
defense spending 200 137
undemocratic 197 184
freedom thought 196 130
common values 196 167
diplomatic (re)solution 196 139
peaceful resolution 195 168
find solution(s) 194 176
bill rights 192 144
ukraine sovereignty territorial integrity 191 145
prevent conflict promote stability 190 94
coalition members 188 128
common law 187 136
increase transparency 187 171
north south 186 158
economic power 186 160
global food (in)security 183 109
international peace security 182 147
human security 182 78
economic interests 181 152
weapons removal abatement 175 107
inhuman treatment 172 142
right life 171 124
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abraham accords 171 104
crisis border 171 118
islamic jihad 171 57
closest allies 170 153
american values 168 144
reciprocal trade 167 131
trilateral cooperation 167 106
benefit(s) america 167 182
bin laden 167 77
prosperity region 166 148
common vision/goal 166 151
chinese companies 163 105
defense partnership 162 138
entry united states 161 132
number one world 161 122
national response 161 112
famine 161 114
hold russia accountable 159 143
red states 159 144
increase production 158 122
international traffic arms regulations (itar) 157 53
children armed conflict 156 88
terezin declaration 155 140
renewed american strength 155 102
sustainable development goals 154 121
coalition forces 154 93
close border(s) 154 102
releases joint statement 153 146
global warming 151 126
counterintelligence 151 115
misuse international law enforcement 150 69
democratic transition 150 128
denied entry 150 127
american people deserve 149 113
palestinian territories 149 128
american products 149 108
defense industry 147 107
vietnam war 146 107
national debt 146 97
joint commitment 146 131
political (in)stability 146 119
defense policy 143 116
religious extremism 141 77
preserve protect 141 132
security interests 140 131
economic coercion 139 74
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un sanctions 139 65
win war 138 88
competition china 136 115
|nt.ernat|o.nal holocaust remembrance 135 128
alliance (ihra)

world safer 134 123
security agreement 134 88
african partners 134 87
american industry 133 118
regional leaders 133 123
global magnitsky (sanctions) 132 98
foreign companies 131 115
scarcity 129 116
america nothing beyond capacity 126 123
regional global challenges 124 120
world food program 124 99
anarchist 124 69
great powers / superpower 123 121
ethnic cleansing 122 86
serve protect 121 100
economic relief 120 99
foreign interference 120 77
legal immigration 120 76
african development 119 82
diplomatic presence 118 84
indoctrination 118 82
tariffs china 117 98
asian countries 116 85
american heroes 115 103
treaty obligations 114 87
malhtalnmg peace stability across taiwan 113 103
strait

international agreements 112 108
secularism 112 51
military regime 111 64
blockade 111 77
land disputes 110 89
radical islamic terroris(m/ts) 108 85
world economic forum 106 85
mutual defense 105 75
international human rights law 102 91
deescalate 102 73
military solution 97 79
jewish state 97 66
national development 96 80
un member states 94 84
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overthrow government 94 78
multinational security 94 67
sectarianism 94 67
un human rights committee 93 80
leading example 87 78
trade barriers 87 77
emerging economies 86 65
fair/reciprocal trade deals 85 78
global south 85 61
endless wars 83 57
arms race 83 51
relief package 81 66
conquer 80 68
regime change 77 63
multilateral cooperation 73 64
global stability 70 68
international court justice (icj) 68 69
developed countries 67 60
unethical 66 54
totalitarian 63 58
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