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The following research is a significant example of how diplomatic language functions not only as a medium of communi-
cation, but also as a subtle instrument of power and persuasion within international institutions. By examining the diplomatic
language used by the UN Security Council in the context of the ongoing war in Ukraine in 2025, the article sheds light on
how the choice of words can influence the trajectory of international relations, shape perceptions, and sometimes change
the entire situation. The situation in Ukraine is extremely sharp, which is why it is a good example of all kinds of marked
discourse. It explores how language serves as both a tool for conflict resolution and a means of promoting national interests.

The study analyses the distinctive features of diplomatic discourse, including the emphasis on formality. Special atten-
tion is given to the challenges posed by the Ukraine-Russia situation, and the ways in which diplomatic speech at the
UNSC reflects, shapes, and sometimes complicates efforts to address complex geopolitical issues. The article delves
into the strategic use of ambiguity and clarity within diplomatic communication. It highlights how diplomats represent their
national positions with the need to maintain constructive dialogue, avoid direct confrontation, and look for some consen-
sus. It has been revealed that 62%o0f statements contained ambiguous phrases designed to allow flexible interpretation,
while only 38% prioritized explicit clarity to minimize the risk of miscommunication.

The research discusses how the selection of words, stylistic peculiarities, and syntax can impact the interpretation of
the presented information. By conducting a content analysis of four speeches regarding the situation in Ukraine, the study
aims to identify linguistic patterns, rhetorical strategies, and discursive shifts that reflect evolving power and struggle for
narrative dominance. Furthermore, 70% of the analyzed content exhibited a formal and restrained tone, consistent with
the conventions of diplomatic speech.

Ultimately, the study contributes to a deeper understanding of the interplay between language, diplomacy, and interna-
tional relations in times of crisis.
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[aHe gocnigkeHHs € AckpaBUM NPUKNaZoM TOro, ik MoBa AunsiomaTii yHKLiIOHYE He nuLle sk 3acib CninkyBaHHs, ane
M TOHKUA iHCTPYMEHT BMNAMBY I NEPEKOHAHHSA B MeXax MiKHapPOAHWX iHCTUTYUIA. AHanisytoum AMnnomMaTnyHy MoBy, sika
dirypye y Pagi beanekn OOH y KOHTEKCTi Joci TpuBatoyoi BiHM B YkpaiHi y 2025 poui, AaHa cTaTTi BUCBIT/IOE NUTAHHS,
Ak BUOIp CniB MOXe BNMBaTy Ha nepebir MiXKHAapOAHUX BiGHOCKH, (hOPMYBaTU CNPUAHATTS 1 iHOAI 3MiHIOBaTK Xig nogiv
Towwo. Cutyauis B YkpaiHi € Hag3BM4aHO rocTporo, TOMY BOHA CNyrye rapHWM NpuKnagoM HasiBHOCTI BCiX BUAIB MapKoBa-
HOro AncKypcy. Y poboTi po3rnsgaeTbes Sk MoBa BUCTYMAe iIHCTPYMEHTOM BperyntoBaHHS KOHGMIKTIB | BogHOYac 3acobom
NPOCYBaHHS HaLiOHaNbHUX iHTEPECIB.

HocnigxeHHa aHanisye xapakTepHi pycu AMMNOMaTUYHOrO AMUCKYPCY, 30KpeMa akUeHT pobuTbes Ha (hOpMarbHOCTI
BXMBaHoi gunnomatamy mosu. OcobnvBa yBara NpuainseTbca BUKNMKAM, siKi MOCTalOTh Y 3B’A3KY i3 cuTyaLieto Mix Ykpa-
iHoto Ta Pocieto, a Takox Tomy, sik gunnomatnyHa moea PB OOH Bigobpaxae Ta (hopMye pilieHHst CKNagHWX reononituny-
HUX NUTaHb. Y CTaTTi AeTanbHO PO3rNSA4AETbCA CTpaTeriyHe BUKOPUCTAHHA OBO3HAYHOCTI Ta YIiTKOCTI B AUNNOMATUYHIN
KOMYHiKkauii. 3a3Ha4yaeTbCsa 9K came AMnoMaTi NpeacTaBnsalTb No3uLii CBOIX KpaiH, 3bepiraoym npu LUbOro KOHCTPYK-
TUBHUIA Aianor, K BAAETLCA YHMKaTU NPSMOi KOH@POHTALLT Ta NMOLLYKY KOHCeHCycy. BusiBneHo, Wwo 62% BUCTyniB MicTUnNu
[ABO3HaYHi popMymMOBaHHS, po3paxoBaHi Ha fOBONI Hy4Ke TIyMadeHHs, Todi nuwe 38% BigaaBanu nepesary YiTkin ACHO-
CTi 3245 MiHimMi3aLii pu3nky Henopo3yMiHb. Y AOCRIOKEHHI po3rnagaeTees sk nigbipka cnie, CTMNICTUYHI 0cOBNMBOCTI Ta
CMHTaKCUC MOXYTb BMNMBATK Ha iHTeprpeTaLito nogaHoi iHpopmadii. MpoBiBLIM KOHTEHT-aHani3 YOTMPbLOX NPOMOB LLOA0
cuTyauii B YkpaiHi, MM CTaBuUnu 3a METY BUSIBUTM MOBHI NaTepHW, PUTOPUYHI CTpaTerii Ta AUCKYPCUBHI 3MiHW, SKi Bigo-
HpaxatoTb po3BnUTOK 6opoTLOM 3a AOMiHYBaHHSA y HapaTumBi. Kpim Toro, 70% npoaHanizoBaHOro matepiany Big3Haunnocs
dhopManbHUM i CTpMMaHMM TOHOM, LLO BigMnoBigae Hopmam AWNIOMaTUYHOI MOBM.

3peLuToro, AaHe JOCAIMKEHHS CpMSE MUBLLOMY PO3yMiHHIO B3aEMO3B'A3KY MOBW, AUNsiomaTii Ta MiXKHapoaHUX Bia-
HOCWH Y Yacu Kpu3au.

KntouoBi cnosa: gunnomaruyHa mosa, PBOOH, gunnoMatnyHuin Auckypc, KOHMIIKT.

Problem statement. Diplomatic language serves  offending others, maintain respectful and construc-
a set of purposes in the world of international rela-  tive dialogue with other members of the diplomatic
tions, where a diplomat has to represent not only = meetings. Thus, it is not only about being nice and
their country, but also try to avoid conflict situations,  polite with others, but to use ‘strategic communica-
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tion that considers cultural sensitivity, power dynam-
ics, and long-term relationships’ [4]. Notably, clarity
is crucial for minimizing misinterpretations, while
ambiguity is often employed as a tactical tool to
facilitate consensus during negotiations, allowing for
flexibility in future discussions.

That is why, when the discussed issue is sharp,
like it is happening in Ukraine, language is a power-
ful weapon that can be used either to solve the prob-
lem, or make it worse, or convince the present par-
ticipants of their innocence.

Since March 2014, the question of ‘Russian forces
to be used in Ukraine “pending the normalization of
the public and political situation in that country’ [8]
started to be the most disputable question of all on
the international diplomatic arena. And it is not a sur-
prise that this issue is still ongoing due to constant
violations of Ukrainian laws by Russia. Hence, in
diplomacy the main tool to do it is via the help of
language, persuasion of the present international rep-
resentative, or the opposite — attempt to disprove and
justify the actions. Thus, diplomats try to use care-
fully chosen words to express positions and deepen-
ing the discussed issue.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
Diplomatic language can be understood in several
ways. Primarily, it serves as a means of communi-
cation among diplomats, which may involve using a
common language that varies depending on the par-
ticipants’ backgrounds.

Notable figures in linguistics include Aldo
Matteucci [5], who highlights the intricacies of lan-
guage decoding in diplomacy, and Edmond Pascual
[5], who examines the intentionality of speech acts
and their influence on diplomatic outcomes. For
example, Sydorenko S. I. [1] sees diplomatic speech
as a distinct genre, that is marked by formality,
restraint, and balance, especially in difficult situa-
tions like humanitarian and military crises. There are
researches on speech acts in UNSC in terms of prag-
matics [2], and mutualism of translating diplomatic
discourse [6].

Or the importance of multilingualism has been
underscored by a number scholars, for instance,
Irina Tsvetkova-Hegedus considers the concept of
multilingualism as a ‘crucial measure to address the
disparities in language use among six official UN
languages’[3].

Appraisal Theory is another framework applied
in the analysis of diplomatic language, particularly
in assessing attitudes and emotions expressed in dis-
course. This approach enables researchers to annotate
and analyze the emotional tone of diplomatic com-
munications, providing insights into how language
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influences the perception of presented information
and the course of negotiations [7].

But there is a lack of content analysis of diplo-
matic speeches delivered at the UN Security Council
on the question of Ukraine and Russia in 2025.

The goal of this paper. This paper aims to con-
tribute to already existing research on diplomatic
communication by focusing on a case study of UN
Security Council (the UNSC) debates concerning the
conflict between Russia and Ukraine. Specifically,
it will analyze the speeches delivered during 2025,
it has been taken the four random meetings held in
January-February 2025. Thus, the material of this
study consists of four scripts of the following meet-
ings: 9839, 9859 9866™, and 9867™ . It has been
done to determine the correlation between specific
linguistic features and the political position of the
speaker. The goal is to understand how openly and to
what extent each member country’s position on the
agenda about Russia and Ukraine is reflected in their
diplomatic language.

Setting objectives. The purpose of the article is
to examine the linguistic features of diplomatic lan-
guage used in the United Nations Security Council,
with a focus on how this language reflects the politi-
cal positioning of member states regarding the ongo-
ing war in Ukraine in 2025. This article seeks to
analyze the characteristics, functions, and implica-
tions of diplomatic language, including its emotional
component, evaluative markers, and pragmatic ambi-
guity. The research also addresses the challenges of
maintaining neutrality in high-stakes geopolitical
discourse and considers the benefits of linguistic
analysis for understanding international relations and
conflict diplomacy.

Presenting the main material. Vocabular pec-
ularities. After having analysed 4 meetings of the
UNSC, we have come to the conclusion, that the lan-
guage used in the debates is highly polarized, reflect-
ing a deep ideological and political schism betwen
Member states, particularly the Western allies sup-
porting Ukraine (France, UK,US, Denmark, Greece,
Slovenia and so on) and the Russian Federation, with
China and others adopting a generally more neutral
stance focused on political settlement. Thus, we may
see a few peculiarities:

— Condemnatory and legalistic language.

The prevailing tone from Western members is one
of moral outrage and firm legal condemnation. For
example: ‘We condemn the indiscriminate strikes
being stepped up against cities, civilians and energy
infrastructure of Ukraine, in violation of international
human law’[9]. Typical vocabulary here is quite
uncompromising with the elements of:
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Aggression and violation: the conflict is
repeatedly termed as ‘Russias full-scale invasion’
[9], ‘unprovoked war of aggression’ [12], ‘brazen
violation of the Charter of the United Nations and
international law’, etc.

Crimes and accountability: attacks are described as
‘indiscriminate strikes’[9], ‘unrelenting attacks’[9],
and so on.

Non-negotiable principles: core principles cannot
be discussed or changed; they are ‘sovereignty’ and
‘territorial integrity’ [9].

— Counter-accusatory and justificatory.

The Russian Federation employs a distinct rhetoric
aimed at delegitimizing the Ukrainian government and
framing the conflict as a proxy war instigated by the
West. This can be proved by the following elements:

Euphemisms and redefinition: the conflict is
consistently referred to as the ‘special military
operation’ |9] or ‘the conflict around Ukraine’ [9].

Denigration of Ukrainian leadership: Russian
statements frequently use derogatory terms for
Ukrainian authorities, such as ‘the Kyiv regime’[11],
or ‘the expired Ukrainian stage actor’[11].

Blame shifting: Russia accuses the West of
conducting ‘dull anti-Russian mantras’[9], utilizing
the Council for ‘propaganda and political score-
settling’[9], and ‘being blinded by primitive
Russophobia’[9].

— Focus on dialogue.

Delegations like China and those from the Global
South frequently use language that prioritizes the
end to hostilities through negotiations. For example,
there might be a call for ‘dialogue and diplomacy 9],
‘political solution’[9] with an attempt to avoid
‘polarization and confrontation’ [9].

To sum up, we can illustrate our finding of the
vocabulary in the following table (see Table 1):

Judging from the data, we can sum up that the
used language is quite ceremonial, but with elements
of accusations, euphemisms, and emotional reactions
to the heard information. The passive voice is
everywhere. It is a common thing for diplomats when
they want to speak without owning. But, the speeches
were rather stylistic, let us have a look at Table 2.

We have noticed and calculated all the cases with
elements of symbols/metaphors/parallelism/allusion
and so on. Parallelism and repetition are used that
often to concentrate on some important details, and
be remembered, quoted. Unlike intertextuality, that
is not only a reference, but some kind of rhetorical
allies of the speakers.

Syntactical peculiarities. A notable stylistic
feature, particularly in statements by Western del-
egations and Ukraine, is a frequent use of rhetori-
cal emphasis and anaphora (repetition of a phrase in
the beginning). These stylistic tools give a strong,
repetitive rhetorical rhythm, emphasizing the non-
negotiable nature of Ukrainian rights to have sover-
eignty, and the necessity of justice. For example: ‘we
will have peace in Ukraine only when Russia leaves
Ukraine... We will have peace when Ukraine's sov-
ereignty...are guaranteed. We will have peace when
Ukrainian families feel safe’[9] [an example of rhe-
torical emphasis on peace]. Or, let us have a look on
another example of emphasis, in this case — on cul-
pability: ‘it was Russia and Russia alone that took
the decision... It was Russia that chose to bring war
back..’[12] [repetitive sentence structures are used
together with anaphora to emphasize the gravity of
the current situation or the necessary path forward].

Table 1

Language features of diplomatic speeches of the UNSC in 2025

Feature 9859

Formal register 58
Legal/diplomatic terminology 32
Emotional appeals 12
Historical references 1"
Rhetorical questions 9
Passive constructions 21
Direct accusations 18
Euphemisms

Irony/sarcasm

57

9862 9864 9866 Total

61 60 63 242

34 33 35 134

13 14 50

39

28

22

23 86

16 12 61

19
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Table 2

Stylistic features diplomatic speeches of the UNSC in 2025

Device 9859

Parallelism 1

Repetition 16

Metaphor 6

Allusion 9

Contrastive framing 13

Symbolic phrasing

Enumerative structure 10

Intertextuality

Namely, we can identify two types of syntax.
Delegations supporting Ukraine (the US, Denmark,
France, Greece, and others) rely on syntactic preci-
sion to define Russia as the aggressor and to condi-
tion any future peace upon specific legal and terri-
torial principles. For example, the current situation
is described as ‘devastation caused by the Russia
Federations full-scale invasion of their (Ukrainian)
country’ [9] [the speaker uses a dependent clause to
establish Russia’s aggression as the direct cause of
the suffering and devastation].

And Russian syntax on the other hand. Russia
uses syntactic moves to challenge the framing of
the full-scale invasion, delegitimizing the Ukrainian
government, and shifting the focus to historical
“roots”. For example, Russian statements frequently
frame the Ukrainian government as a pawn, using

9862

12

17

B

7

12

n

9864 9866 Total

12 13 48

18 18 69

4 19

6 28

12 48

22

n 42

10

complex prepositional and subordinate phrases. To
be precise, it could be illustrated as ‘it is the Western
sponsors that are acting through the Kyiv regime’[9]
[this clause syntactically subordinates the call for
a swift end to the conflict to a broader geopolitical
discussion].

Non-aligned countries employ structures that
prioritize process, clarity, and legal consistency to
guide future diplomacy. For instance, key actions
are framed as abstract nouns emphasizing collective,
non-escalatory methods via ‘dialogue and diplo-
macy’, ‘mutual respect and recognition’, rather than
through military intervention.

Across all four meetings, the discourse is dense,
deliberate, and strategic. Every word is chosen very
carefully. The Council is trying to promote peace, but
the syntax reveals hesitation (see Table 3).

Table 3

Syntactic features of diplomatic speeches of the UNSC

Pattern 2859

Complex sentences 52
Subordinate clauses 41
Nominalizations 26
Modal verbs 19
Conditional constructions 13
Parenthetical insertions
Passive voice 21

Declarative statements 78

58

9862 9864 29866 Total

55 54 58 219

40 39 39 159

27 28 28 109

20 21 21 81

12 49

31

20 79

80 81 82 EFil
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In the gathered data we have found out, that Conclusions. The conducted analysis demon-
complex sentences dominate. Hence, we are talk-  strates that the syntactic and rhetorical choices in the
ing about the syntax of caution,and legal preci- UNSC are not arbitrary but serve as deliberate tools
sion. Modal verbs express more desire than action.  to reinforce each delegation’s geopolitical stance.
Declarative statements explain the current chain of ~ Delegations supporting Ukraine use clear, under-
events. standable syntax and rhetorical repetition to high-

Thus, the syntax used during the debates on  light Russian aggression. In contrast to this, Russian
Ukraine often reflects the core geopolitical and  representatives concentrate on complex and subordi-
legal positions of the speakers, employing carefully  nate structures to reframe the narrative, delegitimize
constructed sentence types to establish the chain of  Ukrainian authority. Non-aligned countries favor
future actions and reaction of the present members to  neutral language that emphasizes diplomacy, legal
the heard information. principles, peaceful solutions.
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