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WORK HISTORY 

 

The significance of the topic 

 

Despite being a fairly common characteristic of a wide range of bi and multilateral 

cases, the use of double standards in international relations is a topic that has not been thorougly 

researched. Bigger and smaller states as well as non-state actors can equally project double 

standards – the goal is almost always the same: improving their own chances or emerging 

victorious from – or, as is often the case with smaller, weaker states, surviving - a given clash 

or conflict situation.  

States of all sizes and levels of influence are known to apply double standards when 

their leadership feels the need to do so in order to alter or protract the outcome of a conflict, 

however, for my thesis, I chose to delve into cases where nations of considerable regional or 

even global influence turn to double standards as their way of altering their situation. The 

reason for that is that double standard projection by great powers – be it on less powerful states 

or similarly powerful ones, Western or non-Western actors – is almost always without any legal 

consequence. Double standards – and accusations of double standards by one state towards 

another - are a deeply rooted element within international relations, something that can now be 

considered just as natural as asymmetry and unequality in relations between states. When they 

are mentioned in any shape or form during a legal conflict situation between states, double 

standards and double standard accusations are denied or ignored by international law – just like 

states applying double standards – at least partially or momentarily – ignore the rules and 

regulations of international law.  

The main purpose of my research is to thoroughly analyze the behavior of great powers 

which entails the application of double standards as well as the accusations towards other state 

actors of using them. The concept of double standards used to be essential in international legal 

literature, having been used frequently to analyze certain conflict cases. At the beginning of 

the 21st century double standards lost some of their relevance in conflict analysis, however, 

with the emergence of China as a rival to the United States, as well as with Russia’s military 

activities, they regained traction, once again becoming an important asset for better 

understanding the dynamic between nations. Despite their reemergence, double standards have 

not been throughly and comprehensively analyzed – this is where the novelty and significance 

of this work lies.  



 

My work focuses on recognizing the goals, imperatives and constraints of big, 

influential states applying double standards, the specific reasons behind their application of 

double standards and the reasons behind states accusing other states with the application of 

double standards. Whether they are agreeable with international law or not, they are firmly 

rooted in international relations, even though at times they are difficult to perceive and analyze. 

As a result of that, conflict resolutions by international law also often become difficult and 

protracted, given that the more powerful participant of the conflict will always have the „tools” 

of double standards with which it is able to improve its chances of coming out of the ruling 

unscathed.  

The theory presented in this research through case studies is that no matter which state 

applies a certain double standard or accuses another state of their application, there is a 

generally characteristic goal behind the act, something that can be utilized for describing the 

behavior of powerful states. The significance of this research lies in the fact that through 

identifying and analyzing double standards, one can get a lot clearer picture of the conduct 

dynamic of great powers, their intentions, constraints, purposes and the way they navigate 

conflict situations in order to maintain a solid leadership position.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

 

Although double standard elements are frequently noticeable when looking at asymmetrical 

relations between states or even symmetrical ones (take two great powers, for instance), their 

existence is not as well-processed by researchers as many other typical behaviors projected by 

great powers. Double standards and accusations related to double standards are often 

overlooked or fully ignored. In some cases that is because applying double standards appear to 

be such a natural sort of conduct by a bigger, more powerful state towards a weaker, lesser one 

that there does not seem to be a „remedy” for it. In other cases, double standards are identified, 

strongly criticized, deemed unlawful, there are also rare events when they are brought up at 

legal proceedings, but their use never truly draws any negative consequence.  

The main purpose of my research is to thoroughly analyze the behavior of great powers 

which entails the application of double standards as well as the accusations towards other state 

actors of using them. The main subjects of the analysis are of course some powerful states on 

today’s stage of international relations: China, Russia and the United States of America. When 

looking at a phenomenon generally present in the conduct of a certain category of international 

actors, especially one that has not been explored deeply enough, observing case studies is the 

ideal way of research. The case studies chosen for this work are all recent, therefore the double 

standards in them have either not been identified yet, or if they have been identified, they have 

not been focused on in terms of studying a behavioral pattern typical of great powers.  

The nations that we now consider global leading powers are the same that held that status 

10 or 15 years ago, however, states that were not known to be striving even for regional 



leadership can be seen emerging into the „second tier” now, gaining the attention of the world 

and of the nations already in great power status. Of course, none of the emerging nations are 

there with the great powers yet, but thinking ahead a few decades, their growth may become a 

threat for the current great powers. Although it is true that a state considered as a global leading 

power probably does not have to fight for survival (like many smaller, softer states of the world 

have to), yet them being on top for lots of years to come is not a given – it is something they 

need to constantly work hard for.  

The hypothesis I have for this work is that there is a characteristic pattern in the way 

great powers use double standards and in the events when one great power accuses another 

with using double standards. Indentifying such a common, easily recognizable pattern in their 

reasoning behind the double standards and the manner in which they apply them could provide 

substantial help in really knowing what a great power exactly is. Also, it could help in 

understanding what „great power behavior” consists of – a conduct typical of all states that 

currently fall into the „great power” category, no matter what their location or other traits are. 

That way, great powers could be better molded into one category, something that is a lot easier 

to read and analyze. Through identifying a pattern, the steps a great power could take in an 

unequal conflict situation can be more calculable, making it easier for a smaller state – or 

multiple smaller states in case of a mulitlateral issue – easier to respond. That way, at least part 

of the inherent asymmetry and inequality could be taken away from the situation, making it 

somewhat more symmetrical and equal.  

What is more, identifying such a pattern could also be of help when it comes to 

resolving a conflict by legal means – knowing the typical „great power reactions” would 

provide significant help to the legislation to conduct the proceedings accordingly and apply the 

means that would leave less space for double standards as well as for accusations related to the 

use of double standards. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPLIED METHODS 

 

In the literature review part of my thesis, I present my theoretical framework in detail, 

introducing theories of international relations that can be connected with the application of 

double standards. The concept that ties a given international relations theory to double 

standards is the same in every single case: power. The main notion of my research originates 

from the concept of asymmetry in international relations and the way such disparity has been 

shaping bi- and multilateral relations between states, creating an intense need in great powers 

to not just maintain, but secure their power, their superior position, resulting in the phenomenon 

of the application of double standards as well as accusations related to their application. The 

main theories of international relations that focus on retaining power are structural realism – 

and within that, the balance of power sub-theory - , offensive and defensive realism and 

constructivism. Other than theories of international relations that can be used to create a stable 

framework for great powers’ use of double standards, there are some specific concepts that I 

deemed essential to be detailed in the context of double standard use. These concepts are 

lawfare, soft power and smart power. All three are frequently used by great powers with the 

aim of retaining their authority or influence, improving their reputation or securing a better 

position in a certain conflict situation. Given that these concepts are in a sense similar to that 

of double standards, they are often combined in the behavior of the nations I studied for this 

work, therefore they can also be better understood together.  

As for the research method of this thesis, in order to discover whether the common 

pattern in great powers’ application of double standards exists or not, I chose the case study 

method. I found that case studies allow to capture information on the 'how,' 'what,' and 'why,' 

of something that's implemented. It also provides a good chance to collect information on why 



one strategy might be chosen over another. Furthermore, it permits the development of further 

hypotheses. Comparing and contrasting the behavior patterns of great and mid-size powers in 

asymmetrical conflict situations helped prove and solidify the preliminary thoughts I 

formulated and also aided me in adding new ideas to the ones I already had.  

In the cases presented in this thesis, I carefully examine the events and use the theories 

of international relations and the aforementioned other concepts in order to support my main 

ideas about the existence of a pattern in double standard application and provide answers to the 

questions I posed at the beginning of my work.  

 

FINDINGS 

 

During my research I came to the conclusion that it is not only great powers that resort 

to using double standards in order to reach their goals of improve their situation or reputation, 

but middle-sized powers tend to use them as well, most of the times against states they consider 

less mighty than themselves. India’s conduct against Pakistan is a prime example for that. In 

my view, „great power behavior” can be applicable for such cases as well, given that the bigger 

state acts from a superior position, automatically considering itself „great” compared to the 

smaller state it projects double standards onto.  

The importance of identifying a common pattern lies in the fact that it could eventually 

serve to take at least a part of the inherent asymmetry and inequality away from a given conflict 

situation, making it somewhat more of a symmetrical and equal nature. What is more, 

identifying such a common pattern can also be of substantial help when it comes to resolving 

a conflict by legal means – knowing the typical „great power reactions” would provide 

significant help to the legislation to conduct the proceedings accordingly and apply the means 

that would leave less space for double standards as well as for accusations related to the use of 

double standards. 

Observing all the case studies including the use of double standards, it is fairly easy to see 

that the aim of state actors when choosing to apply them is not to conquer or gain even more 

power, but to come out of a given conflict in a more positive light, and with that, to consolidate 

their status. China, Russia, the United States – even though they all might have nurture a lot 

more ambitious goals, with the specific cases of double standards they only want to stay great 

in an ever-changing system.  



This is true even when the case study itself is that of a military conflict: I do not at all 

assume that with waging a war against another state or multiple states, a great power does not 

wish to conquer and acquire more power, but with the use of the double standard itself, it 

always just wants to ensure it is able to keep the status it already has. 

 The very nature of the double standard concept explains that fairly well: similarly to soft 

and smart power, a double standard is never an aggressive or even assertive, out-there sort of 

conduct. It is much more of a cunning, well-thought out strategy, something that, as I already 

explained in the introductory part of my work, is often not even noticeable or identifiable.  

Through the cases I dove deep into, my main finding is that the use of double standards 

by great powers is here to stay. Of course, new rules can be formulated in order to accelerate 

or facilitate their eradication, but with that, the main issue is that as there is not just one set 

type of double standard, but numerous different sorts, it would be impossible to create a rule 

that was able to invalidate all those. There is the possibility of establishing new rules for every 

new case and every new variant of double standard, however, naturally, that would be a process 

without and end in sight.  

Right now, it can be stated that double standards have the  potential to coexist with 

international law. International law actually does not allow double standards as it is based on 

the principle of sovereign equality, which entails the equal application of law, but since 

international legal norms are often not enforceable, they can still survive in the international 

relations. 

Double standards also have the potential to coexist with international law because there is 

no true repercussion to them, they can be applied without any significant consequence and, 

most of the times, they function in the sense that the states using them get out of the given 

situation having the advantages they initially wished to gain, or, at least, creating a status quo 

that provides them benefits in the long run. Failing to hold all states equally accountable for 

violations of international law enables powerful leaders of powerful state actors to ignore the 

policies and laws established by the international community. Until all powers, including the 

United States, Russia and China are uniformly held accountable for their crimes, international 

law will remain ineffective. Why should powerful leaders abide by the laws when others are 

excused? Justice can never be achieved while even the idea of double standards exists. While 

powerful leaders roam free, innocent civilians will continue to pay the price. 

  



CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Double standards, even though they are not justifiable by the rules and regulations of 

international law, have been, are and will be an inherent part of characteristic great power 

behavior – an identifiable, familiar pattern that remains, despite the significant differences 

between the political systems of current great powers. Therefore, they are something that is 

impossible to be fully wiped out of the field of international relations. Double standards have 

for long served as a tool for powerful states to maintain, solidify or enhance their position in 

cases of international conflict or legal debate, and they have more often than not proven to be 

highly successful. In addition, given that they are above smaller, weaker states, great powers 

genuinely feel like it is their right to do things that lesser actors are not allowed to do, for 

instance apply double standards or evade the rules and regulations of international law in other 

not easily perceptible ways. As long as asymmetry between nations exists in international 

relations, states having great power are bound to feel superior and conduct themselves 

accordingly. 

International legislation is always going to find new means to come up with a well-

structured, thoroughly constructed framework on how to identify and eradicate already existing 

double standards from legal proceedings. However, the application of double standards will 

always evolve and re-appear as a means for great powers to maneuver their way out of not so 

favorable situations or constraints that block the assertion of their will or their other objectives 

similar in nature. As long as certain states – great, global and regional powers above all – treat 

international law as barely more than guidance, double standards are here to stay, therefore 

their study is necessary.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Cited sources 

 

“How the Court Works.” International Criminal Court. Accessed April 12, 2022. Retrieved 

from: https://www.icc-cpi.int/about/how-the-court-works (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Agnew, J. & Corbridge, S. (1995). Mastering Space: Hegemony, Territory and International 

Political Economy. Routledge. pp. 100-103. 

 

Aliyev, H. (2019). The Logic of Ethnic Responsibility and Progovernment Mobilization in 

East Ukraine Conflict. Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 59, Issue 8. pp. 15-18. 

 

Archer, C., Bailes, A. and Wivel, A. (2014). Small States and International Security – Europe 

and Beyond. Routledge. pp. 98-102. 

 

Association of Religion Data Archives – Religions of Ukraine. Retrieved from: 

https://www.thearda.com/internationalData/countries/Country_231_2.asp (accessed 

29/06/2022) 

 

Barratt, B., Furia, P. & Sobel, R. (2012). Public Opinion & International Intervention - 

Lessons from the Iraq War. Potomac Books, pp. 24-35. 

 

Belavezha Accords. (1991). Retrieved from: http://www.rusarchives.ru/statehood/10-12-

soglasheniesng.shtml 

 

Borgen, C. (2015). Law, Rhetoric, Strategy – Russia and Self-Determination Before and After 

Crimea. Stockton Center for the Study of International Law. pp. 112-132. 

 

Broers, L. (2019). Armenia and Azerbaijan – Anatomy of a Rivalry. Edinburgh University 

Press, pp. 108-131. 

 

Brownell, R. (2011). The War in Afghanistan. Greenhaven Publishing. pp. 44-46. 

 

Chaziza, M. (2020). China’s Middle East Diplomacy – The Belt and Road Strategic 

Partnership. Liverpool University Press. pp. 21-22. 

 
Chen, T. (2015). International Engagement in China’s Human Rights. Routledge. pp. 25-28. 

 

Cheng, D. (2012). Winning Without Fighting: Chinese Legal Warfare. Heritage Found, pp. 

111-112. 

China 2021 Human Rights Report. (2021) Retrieved from: https://www.state.gov/wp-

content/uploads/2022/03/3136152_CHINA-2021-HUMAN-RIGHTS-REPORT.pdf (accessed 

29/06/2022) 

 

 

Chiavacci, D. (2023). China’s and Japan’s winding path to the Refugee Convention: State 

identity transformations and the evolving international refugee regime. Cambridge 

University Press. pp. 23-24. 

 

https://www.icc-cpi.int/about/how-the-court-works
https://www.thearda.com/internationalData/countries/Country_231_2.asp
http://www.rusarchives.ru/statehood/10-12-soglasheniesng.shtml
http://www.rusarchives.ru/statehood/10-12-soglasheniesng.shtml
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/3136152_CHINA-2021-HUMAN-RIGHTS-REPORT.pdf
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/3136152_CHINA-2021-HUMAN-RIGHTS-REPORT.pdf


 

Constitution of Ukraine – 1978. Retrieved from: https://archives.gov.ua/en/constitution-

ukraine-25/ (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Cornell, S. (2017). The International Politics of the Armenian-Azerbaijani Conflict. Palgrave-

Macmillan, pp. 48-78. 

 

Cottier, T. (2007). Estoppel, MPEPIL (online ed.), Para. II. Retrieved from: 

https://www.maastrichtuniversity.nl/file/32968/download?token=qoUelLyr (accessed 

29/06/2022) 
 

Cozette, M. (2008). “Reclaiming the Critical Dimension of Realism: Hans J. Morgenthau and 

the Ethics of Scholarship,” Review of International Studies, 34(1): 5–27. 

 

De Pedro, N. et al. (2017). Facing Russia’s Strategic Challenge: Security Developments from 

the Baltic Sea to the Baltic Sea. European Parliament – Policy Department. pp. 27-30. 

 

De Pedro, N. et al. (2017). Facing Russia’s Strategic Challenge: Security Developments from 

the Baltic Sea to the Baltic Sea. European Parliament – Policy Department. pp. 43-50. 

 

Diccionario Esencial de la Lengua Espanola. (2007). Larousse 

Dickinson, P. (2021). Ukraine at 30: What is Independent Ukraine’s Greatest Achievement? 

Atlantic Council Blogs. 

 

Dictionnaire de l'Académie française (Littérature Française) (French Edition) – Tome 3, 

Maq – Quo. Académie Francaise, 2011.  

 

Dodds, K-J. (1994). Locating Critical Geopolitics. SAGE, Vol. 12(5), pp. 139-141. 

 

Drohobycky, M. (2008). AR Krym: Liudy, problemy, perspektyvy. Natsionalna bezpeka i 

oborona, Vol. 10. pp. 9-14. 

 

Dyson, T. (2010). Neoclassical Realism and Defence Reform in Post-Cold War Europe. 

Palgrave Macmillan. pp. 21-22. 

 

Fassbender, B. (2012). Introduction: Towards A Global History Of International Law. 

Oxford Handbooks Online. pp. 77-87. 

 

Faundes, C. (2016). An Analysis of the Crisis in Ukraine and its three Conflicts. REVISTA, 

Vol. 11(2). pp. 38-42. 

 

Feickert, A, and Paul K. K. Cluster munitions: Background and issues for Congress § (2022).  

Retrieved from:  https://sgp.fas.org/crs/weapons/RS22907.pdf (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Felter, C. “The Role of the International Criminal Court.” Council on Foreign Relations. 

Council on Foreign Relations, March 28, 2022. Retrieved from: 

https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/role-international-criminal-court (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Finkelstein, N. (1991). Israel and Iraq: A Double Standard. Journal of Palestine Studies 

Vol. 20(2), pp. 43-56.  

https://archives.gov.ua/en/constitution-ukraine-25/
https://archives.gov.ua/en/constitution-ukraine-25/
https://www.maastrichtuniversity.nl/file/32968/download?token=qoUelLyr
file:///C:/Borbasa/Vica_PhD/Retrieved%20from:%20https:/sgp.fas.org/crs/weapons/RS22907.pdf
file:///C:/Borbasa/Vica_PhD/Retrieved%20from:%20https:/sgp.fas.org/crs/weapons/RS22907.pdf
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/role-international-criminal-court


 

Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Hua Chunying's Regular Press Conference May 13, 2021. 

Retrieved from: https://www.mfa.gov.cn/ce/cebb//eng/fyrth/t1875564.htm (accessed 

29/06/2022) 

 

Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Wang Wenbin’s Regular Press Conference (February 22, 

2022)  Retrieved from: http://us.china-

embassy.gov.cn/eng/lcbt/wjbfyrbt/202202/t20220222_10644531.htm (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Gamble, J. K. (1993). Choice of Language in Bilateral Treaties – 50 Years of Changing 

Practice. Indiana International & Comparative Law Review. Vol. 3. pp. 56-61. 

 

Gilpin, R. (1981). War and Change in World Politics. Cambridge University Press. pp. 61-

66. 

 

Golden, T. “In U.S. Report, Brutal Details of 2 Afghan Inmates' Deaths.” The New York 

Times. The New York Times, May 20, 2005. Retrieved from: 

https://www.nytimes.com/2005/05/20/world/asia/in-us-report-brutal-details-of-2-afghan-

inmates-deaths.html (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Goldenziel, J. (2020). Law as a Battlefield: The U.S., China, and Global Escalation of 

Lawfare. Cornell Law Review, Vol.106. p. 42. 

 

Gunter, M. & Yavuz, H. (2022). The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict - Historical and Political 

Perspectives. Taylor & Francis, pp. 26-42. 

 

Guzzini, S., (1998). Realism in International Relations and International Political Economy: 

The Continuing Story of a Death Foretold. Routledge, pp. 99-108. 

 
Halpérin, J-L. (2020). FRANCE (Histoire et institutions) - Le droit français. Universalis. pp. 

201-203. 

 

Henrard, K. (2010) Double Standards pertaining to Minority Protection. Martinus Nijhoff 

Publishers. pp. 44-46. 

 

Henry, M. (2017). The Russia-Ukraine Conflict: Causes and Alternatives. IR 530 

International Security. pp. 11-15. 
 

Hickman, A. (2022). Ukrainian Migration: An Overview. Murphy and Moore Publishing. pp. 

77-81.  

 

Ho, B. (2021). China’s Political Worldview and Chinese Exceptionalism. Amsterdam 

University Press. pp. 111-113. 

Hopf, T. (1998). The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory. 

International Security, Volume 23(1). pp. 171-191. 

Huang, J. & Billo, A. (2014). Territorial Disputes in the South China Sea – Navigating 

Rough Waters. Palgrave-Macmillan, pp. 47-77. 

https://www.mfa.gov.cn/ce/cebb/eng/fyrth/t1875564.htm
http://us.china-embassy.gov.cn/eng/lcbt/wjbfyrbt/202202/t20220222_10644531.htm
http://us.china-embassy.gov.cn/eng/lcbt/wjbfyrbt/202202/t20220222_10644531.htm
https://www.nytimes.com/2005/05/20/world/asia/in-us-report-brutal-details-of-2-afghan-inmates-deaths.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2005/05/20/world/asia/in-us-report-brutal-details-of-2-afghan-inmates-deaths.html


Irani, F. (2017). ‘Lawfare’, US military discourse, and the colonial constitution of law and 

war. Cambridge University Press. pp. 124-125. 

 
Jiang, N. (2013). China and International Human Rights – Harsh Punishments in the Context 

of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. Springer. pp. 103-109. 

 

Kaleck, W. (2015). Double Standards: International Criminal Law and the West. Torker 

Opsahl Academic EPublisher. pp. 53-55. 

 

Kamalipour, Y. & Artz, L. (2004). Bring ’Em On! - Media and Politics in the Iraq War. 

Rowman & Littlefield Publishers. pp. 48-58. 

 

Kappeler, A. (2008). Kleine Geschichte der Ukraine. C.H. Beck, München. pp. 112-133.  

 

Kapustin, A. (2015). Crimea’s Self-Determination in the Light of Contemporary 

International Law. Max Planck-Institut. pp. 24-25. 

 

Karaganov, S. (2018). The New Cold War and the Emerging Greater Eurasia. Journal of 

Eurasian Studies, Vol. 9(2). pp. 122-126. 

 

Katchanovski, I., Kohut, Z. E., Nebesio, B. Y., and Yurkevich, M. (2013). Historical 

Dictionary of Ukraine, 2nd ed. Lanham. MD: Scarecrow Press. 

 

Kim, J. (2015). Territorial Disputes in the South China Sea: Implications for Security in Asia 

and Beyond. Strategic Studies Quarterly Vol. 9, No. 2. pp. 107-141. 

 

Kirkpatrick, J. J. (1982). Dictatorships and Double Standards: Rationalism and Reason in 

Politics. Simon and Schuster. pp. 123-126. 

 

Kittrie, O. (2016). Law as a Weapon of War. Oxford University Press. pp. 333-336. 

 

Krasner, S. (1983). International Regimes. Cornell Studies in Political Economy. pp. 33-36. 

 

Ladyman, J. (2007). Structural Realism - Introduction. Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. 
 

Lawton, A. (2022). The Freedom Convoy – Three Weeks That Shook the World. Sutherland 

House Incorporated. pp. 345-346.  

 

Levy, J. (1992). An Introduction to Prospect Theory. Political Psychology, Vol. 13(2) pp. 

171–186. 

 

Lipman, J. N. (2011). Familiar Strangers – A History of Muslims in Northwest China. 

University of Washington Press. pp. 134-140. 

 

List, J. (2004). Neoclassical Theory versus Prospect Theory: Evidence from the Marketplace. 

Econometrica, Vol. 72(2) pp. 615–625. 

 

Liu, H. (2021). China’s Path of Human Rights Development. Springer. p. 55. 

 



Magocsi, P. R. (2014). This Blessed Land: Crimea and the Crimean Tatars. University Of 

Toronto Press, Toronto. pp. 87-90. 

 

Mahdavi, M. (2022). Rethinking China, the Middle East and Asia in a Multiplex World. Brill. 

pp. 37-40. 

 

Mandel, D. R. (2001). Gain-Loss Framing and Choice: Separating Outcome Formulations 

from Descriptor Formulations. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 

Vol. 85(1) 56–76. 

 

Maranville, A. (2021). The 9/11 Terrorist Attacks – A Day That Changed America. Capstone. 

pp. 47-68. 

 

Mearsheimer, J. (2003). The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (Updated Edition). W. W. 

Norton and Company. pp. 44-47. 

 

Merezhko, O. (2015). Crimea’s Annexation by Russia – Contradictions of the New Russian 

Doctrine of International Law. Planck-Institut. pp. 61-63.  

 

Mockaitis, T. (2013). The Iraq War Encyclopedia. Bloomsbury Publishing, pp. 11-20. 

 

Morrison, C. (2014). Beyond Nostalgia? Class Identity, Memory and the Soviet Past in 

Russia and the „Near Abroad”. High School of Economics 4. pp. 108-114. 

 

Mowbray, J. (2013). Linguistic Justice – International Law and Language Policy. Oxford 

Scholarship Online. pp. 135-139. 

 

Murdico, S. (2003). The Gulf War. The Rosen Publishing Group. pp. 32-67. 

 

Note verbale from the People’s Republic of China to the United Nations, 2009. Retrieved 

from: 

https://www.un.org/Depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/mysvnm33_09/chn_2009re_mys_

vnm_e.pdf (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Nye, J. (2004). Soft Power: The Means To Success In World Politics. Hachette UK. p. 122. 

 

Nye, J. (2012). Wielding Smart Power in World Affairs. Boston Globe. pp. 34-36. 

 

Our World in Data – Energy – Ukraine. Retrieved from: 

https://ourworldindata.org/energy/country/ukraine (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Oxford Dictionary of English (Oxford Dictionary Of English Third Edition). (2010). Oxford 

University Press  

 

Pashakhanlou, A. H. (2018). The Past, Present and Future of Realism. E-International 

Relations, Issue: Realism in Practice – An Appraisal. 

 

Pedrozo, R. (2021). Is a South China Sea Code of Conduct viable? International Law 

Commons. pp. 11-12. 

 

https://www.un.org/Depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/mysvnm33_09/chn_2009re_mys_vnm_e.pdf
https://www.un.org/Depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/mysvnm33_09/chn_2009re_mys_vnm_e.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joseph_S._Nye
https://books.google.com/books?id=x5Q5DgAAQBAJ
https://ourworldindata.org/energy/country/ukraine


Plokhy, S. (2006). The Origins of the Slavic Nations: Premodern Identities in Russia, 

Ukraine and Belarus. Cambridge University Press. pp. 107-110. 

 

Plokhy, S. M. (1993). Ukraine and Russia in their Historical Encounter. Canadian Slavonic 

Papers / Revue Canadienne des Slavistes, Vol.35(3/4). 

 

Polupan, A. P. (2001). More About Crimea / У карты Крыма. Akademija. 

 

Pomeranz, W. E. (2016). Roots of Russia’s War in Ukraine – Ground Zero: How a Trade 

Dispute Sparked the Russia-Ukraine Crisis. Columbia University Press. pp. 45-55. 

 

Pomeranz, W. E. (2016). Roots of Russia’s War in Ukraine – Ground Zero: How a Trade 

Dispute Sparked the Russia-Ukraine Crisis. Columbia University Press. pp. 102-120. 

 

Prakash, V. (2008). Terrorism in Northern India – Jammu and Kashmir and the Punjab. 

Kalpaz Publications. pp. 23-25. 

 

Pui-Lan, K.-Yip, F. (2021). The Hong Kong Protests and Political Theology. Rowman and 

Littlefield. pp. 87-88. 

 

Purcell, J. N. (2019). We’re in Danger – Who Will Help Us? Refugees and Migrants: A Test 

of Civilization. Archway Publishing. pp. 66-68. 

 

Reardon-Anderson, J. (2018). The Red Star and The Crescent: China and the Middle East. 

Oxford University Press. p. 34. 

 

Republic of the Philippines v. The People’s Republic of China, Award on Jurisdiction and 

Admissibility (Perm. CT. Arb.). (2017). China’s Official Position Paper. Cambridge 

 

Rogers, R. A. (2019). The Struggle for Human Rights in Xinjiang. Other Press. pp. 56-57. 

Said, E. (1979). Orientalism. Vintage. pp. 107-109. 

 

Sanders, G. (2005). Human Rights & Human Welfare – Afghanistan. Digital Commons: 

Review Digest – Human Rights & the War on Terror. Vol. 5(1), pp. 1-9. 

 

Sasse, G. (2007). The Crimea Question: Identity, Transition, and Conflict. Chapter II. 

Cambridge: Harvard Ukrainian Research Institute. 

 

Schmitt, E. “No US Troops Will Be Punished for Deadly Kabul Strike, Pentagon Chief 

Decides.” The New York Times. The New York Times, December 13, 2021. Retrieved from: 

https://www.nytimes.com/2021/12/13/us/politics/afghanistan-drone-strike.html (accessed 

29/06/2022) 

 

Schubert, S. (2014). Two futures: EU-Russia relations in the context of Ukraine. European 

Futures, 2:52. 

 

Schweller, RL. (2016). The Balance of Power in World Politics. Oxford Research 

Encyclopaedias. 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2021/12/13/us/politics/afghanistan-drone-strike.html


Shifrinson, J. R. (2020). Partnership or Predation? How Rising States contend with 

Declining Great Powers. International Security, Volume 45(1). pp. 90-109. 

 

Speri, A. “How the U.S. Derailed an Effort to Prosecute Its Crimes in Afghanistan.” The 

Intercept. The Intercept, October 5, 2021. Retrieved from: 

https://theintercept.com/2021/10/05/afghanistan-icc-war-crimes/. (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Statute of the International Court of Justice. - Retrieved from: https://www.icj-

cij.org/en/statute (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Storey, I. (2017). The South China Sea Dispute. ISEAS Yusof Ishak Institute, pp. 34-65. 

 

Thakur, R. (2016). Ethics, International Affairs and Western Double Standards. SSRN. pp. 

187-191. 

 

The South China Sea Arbitration (The Republic of Philippines v. The People's Republic of 

China). Retrieved from: https://pca-cpa.org/en/cases/7/ (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Toal, G. (2019). The Crimea conundrum – Legitimacy and public opinion after annexation. 

Eurasian Geography and Economics, Vol. 60(1). pp. 30-37. 

 

Treaty between the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Russian Soviet Federal 

Socialist Republic. (1990). Retrieved from: http://www.zakon.nau.ua/doc/?code=643_011 

(accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Troulis, M. (2021). Structural Realism and Systemic Geopolitical Analysis. Nova Science 

Publishers. pp. 89-95. 

 

U.S. Energy Information Administration – Ukraine. Retrieved from: 

https://www.eia.gov/international/analysis/country/UKR (accessed 29/06/2022) 

 

Umland, A. (2021). Damage Control: The Breach of the Budapest Memorandum and the 

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Regime. Soviet and Post-Soviet Politics and Society, Vol. 229. pp. 

165-169. 

 

United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). Retrieved from: 

https://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_e.pdf (accessed 

29/06/2022) 

 

UNODA. “Convention on Cluster Munitions – UNODA .” United Nations. United Nations. 

Accessed April 12, 2022. https://www.un.org/disarmament/convention-on-cluster-munitions/. 

 

Unoki, K. (2022). Racism, Diplomacy and International Relations. Routledge. pp. 122-123. 

 

Van den Driest, S. (2021). Crimea’s Separation from Ukraine: An Analysis of the Right to 

Self-Determination and (Remedial) Secession in International Law. Netherlands International 

Law Review, 62(3). 

 

Vanhullebusch, M. (2018). Global Governance, Conflict and China. Brill. pp. 97-99. 

 

https://theintercept.com/2021/10/05/afghanistan-icc-war-crimes/
https://www.icj-cij.org/en/statute
https://www.icj-cij.org/en/statute
https://pca-cpa.org/en/cases/7/
http://www.zakon.nau.ua/doc/?code=643_011
https://www.eia.gov/international/analysis/country/UKR
https://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_e.pdf
https://www.un.org/disarmament/convention-on-cluster-munitions/


Walt, S. (2002). The Enduring Relevance of the Realist Tradition. W.W. Norton Company. 

pp. 10-13. 

 

Waltz, K. N. (1979). Theory of International Politics – Laws and Theories. Addison-Wesley 

Publishing Company. pp. 176-181. 

 

Waltz, K. N. (1990). Realist Thought and Neorealist Theory. Theory, Values and Practice in 

International Relations, Volume 44(1). pp. 21-31. 

 

Wang, G. (2013). China: Development and Governance. World Scientific Publishing. pp. 54-

55. 

 

Wendt, A. (1999). Social Theory of International Politics. Cambridge University Press. pp. 

77-84. 

 

Womack, B. (2006). Asymmetry Theory and China’s Concept of Multipolarity. Journal of 

Contemporary China, Volume 13(39). pp. 201-204.  

 

Womack, B. (2016). Asymmetry and International Relations. Cambridge University Press. 

pp. 111-113. 

 

World Population Review – Data of 2021. Retrieved from: 

https://worldpopulationreview.com/countries/ukraine-population. (Last opened: 15/09/2021) 

Расширенный русско-русский словарь, 131336 статей, (2020). Kindle Edition 

 

新华字典 (Xīnhuá Zìdiǎn) – Chinese Character Dictionary, 11th Edition. (2011). Commerce 

Press 

 

  

https://worldpopulationreview.com/countries/ukraine-population


Own publications related to the topic 

 

1. Kína és a nemzetközi jog: jogi hadviselés vagy jogi stratégia? MTA LAW WORKING 

PAPERS. (2024). 

2. Great powers' double standard projection at each other : A study based on China-

focused cases. PEACH MŰHELYTANULMÁNYOK / WORKING PAPERS ( 2786-

1228): 2022. 2022/31. 

3. Konfuciusz intézetek a kelet-közép-európai régióban. DEBRECENI SZEMLE (1218-

022X ): 2021. 3. pp 291.-301. 

4. Az orosz-ukrán konfliktus nemzetközi jogi vonatkozásai. POLITIKATUDOMÁNY 

ONLINE ( 2063-2215): 2021 1. pp 1.-12. Paper 1. 

5. The Role of Language in International Law. PEACH MŰHELYTANULMÁNYOK / 

WORKING PAPERS ( 2786-1228): 1. 30. pp 1.-16. Paper 30. 2022. 

6. China’s unique attitude towards international law: Past and present. PEACH 

MŰHELYTANULMÁNYOK / WORKING PAPERS ( 2786-1228): 1. 26. pp 1.-17. 

Paper 26. 2021. 

7. Ambiguities in Chinese strategy on the South China Sea. Contemporary global 

challenges in geopolitics, security policy and world economy. Budapest: Corvinus 

University of Budapest, International Relations Multidisciplinary Doctoral School, pp 

403-417. 2020. 


