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Abstract 

 

This study seeks to explain political leaders’ motives to action, by studying 

how Jair Bolsonaro and Emmanuel Macron have acted in the matter of the 

fires in the Amazon rainforest. It is assumed in this thesis that while political 

leaders may try to act rationally, they are influenced by psychological factors 

in terms of educational background and style. The theories of rational choice 

and political psychology are therefore used and integrated to explain their 

motives. The method used in the paper is a comparative qualitative content 

analysis, in which various statements and speeches made by the Presidents 

are read and analyzed. The results of the thesis show that for Bolsonaro, the 

Amazon fires is an internal matter and should be handled by the Amazonian 

countries. He seems to be seeking to achieve national goals, while being 

influenced by his conservative educational background. Macron indicates 

that the Amazon is an issue for the international community and that it is of 

major importance for the whole world. He appears to be seeking international 

goals, while being influenced by his liberal educational background. The 

assumption that political leaders’ style influence their motives to action is not 

supported. 
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1 Introduction 

 

“Political leadership deals with the question of who controls the outcome of public policy 

decisions within a state and how they do so” (cited in Elgie 1995: 4). 

Political leaders enjoy influence in policy- and decision making. They may affect various 

matters that they decide to engage in, whether it concerns the domestic or the foreign 

realm. The leaders involved in a conflict or matter of some sort may influence its course 

of event, outcome and consequences. These leaders, who they are and what they are 

seeking to achieve, are vital in how they decide to act in a specific issue. Their decisions 

and the reasons for these may have a major impact on the conflict in question and lead to 

far-reaching consequences. An area which has gained increasing importance that political 

leaders may decide to engage in concerns the environment. Environmental issues have 

during the last decades increasingly been treated as matters of international security. 

Researchers have found that climate change and environmental degradation may 

influence international security, by posing new threats to state- and human security 

(Hough 2015: 211).  

In 2019, the Amazon rainforest was affected by an immense number of fires. Official 

figures for 2019 reveal that 74 000 fires have teared through the rainforest, which is an 

84 % increase in the number of fires in the Amazon compared to 2018. The question of 

the fires in the Amazon has gained considerable attention, as it is one of the most 

biodiverse regions in the world (Economic and Political Weekly 2019: 8). It contains 40 

% of the Earth’s rainforests, and accommodates 10-15 % of the world’s terrestrial species. 

Moreover, it is of critical importance for climate change and an essential component for 

the global carbon cycle (The Economist 2019). As a result of the importance of the 

Amazon, it has been called ”the lungs of the world” (New Statesman 2019: 3). 

Institutions, actors and individuals at different levels are engaged in various ways to solve 

the conflict (Economic and Political Weekly 2019: 8).  
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Jair Bolsonaro, Brazil’s President, has been involved in the Amazon fires ever since the 

matter of the fires in the rainforest started to dominate the international agenda. He has 

been called ’Tropical Trump’, much as a result of his far-right populist politics 

(Geoghegan 2019: 3, Hunter and Power 2019: 68, Weizenmann 2019: 12, Tollefson 2018: 

171). This right-wing politics have major impact on environmental policies- and 

protections. For example, he has during his presidency actively been seeking to weaken 

environmental regulations (Tollefson 2018: 171). His anti-environment agenda may 

affect the way in which he chooses to act in the question of the Amazon fires. What may 

be even more, or at least equally, problematic is the fact the Amazon rainforest is largely 

located in Brazil (Britannica 2019). As a result, Bolsonaro is perhaps one of the most 

influential actors in the issue of the Amazon.  

Emmanuel Macron, the President of France, seems to be the most active EU leader 

concerning the issue of the Amazon fires. His influence in the matter may be strengthened 

by the fact that France is a great power. It has significant power in both the UN and the 

EU and thus the ability to enact global influence on different issues (Heimann 2015). 

Macron is, in addition, a firm advocate of the environment. During his presidency, he has 

sought to strengthen environmental regulations- and policies and argues for green energy 

and more actions to protect the environment (The Telegraph 2017, DN 2019, DW 2017). 

In June 2017, after it was announced that the US is going to withdraw from the Paris 

Agreement, Macron launched a ’Make Our Planet Great Again’ initiative which aims to 

allure foreign scientists of climate and related fields to France (Butler 2017: 269).  

It seems as though Macron represents one end of the spectrum on environmental issues, 

while Bolsonaro represents the other end. Therefore, the way in which Macron chooses 

to act in the ongoing issue of the Amazon fires is probably not similar to how Bolsonaro 

decides to handle the conflict. Even though Macron is perhaps not as influential as 

Bolsonaro as the Amazon is located in Brazil, it is not unlikely that he at least has some 

say in the matter, not least because of the power and influence of the country that he 

represents.   
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1.1 Problem discussion 
 

The political leaders that are involved in a certain matter and how they act influence its 

course of event, its outcome and consequences. The way that political leaders decide to 

act in a specific matter is, in turn, influenced by their motives. This study therefore seeks 

to explain political leaders’ motives to action. In order to do this, Jair Bolsonaro and 

Emmanuel Macron have been selected as units of analysis. Their actions are studied in 

order to explain which motives that political leaders may have, which in turn shape how 

they act.  

The significance of the Amazon rainforest, together with the fact that it is a contemporary 

and relevant conflict, makes it an important case to study. The way in which the matter 

of the fires is going to develop and eventually turn out is going to be a result of the actions 

of the leaders involved. They are going to have a major impact on the future of the 

rainforest and its meaning for and implications on the world. 

In order to reveal political leaders’ motives to action, the study is going to take its point 

of departure in the theories of rational choice and political psychology. These two theories 

are quite contradictory in how they explain political decision making. The theory of 

rational choice sees decision making as a result of political leaders seeking to maximize 

their self-interested utility (Alden and Aran 2017, Dowding 1991). Political psychology 

considers political decision making to be influenced by political leaders’ personal 

characteristics (Deutsch and Kinnvall 2002).  

1.2 Purpose and research questions 

The purpose of this paper is: 

- To explain political leaders’ motives to action, by studying how Jair Bolsonaro 

and Emmanuel Macron have acted in the matter of the fires in the Amazon 

rainforest.  
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To be able to fulfill the purpose of the paper, the research questions that I aim to answer 

are: 

- How have Jair Bolsonaro acted in the matter of the fires in the Amazon rainforest 

and which motives may lay behind these actions?  

- How have Emmanuel Macron acted in the matter of the fires in the Amazon 

rainforest and which motives may lay behind these actions? 

Which motives that may explain the Presidents’ actions in the matter of the Amazon fires 

are explained by theories of rational choice and political psychology.    

1.3 Disposition  

A brief introduction to the subject of this study, as well as a problem discussion, its 

purpose and research questions, were presented above. In the next chapter, previous 

research related to the topic of the study is presented. The theories of rational choice and 

political psychology used in this study are presented in the third chapter. In the fourth 

chapter, the method used to carry out the study is presented, as well as the selected 

material. The analysis in which the research questions are answered is presented in 

chapter five. Finally, chapter six summarizes the main findings of the study and presents 

ideas for future research.   
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2 Previous research  

2.1 Studies on political leadership  
 

The study of political leaders and the way in which they act is not an unexplored field of 

political science. There are a number of analyses that attempt to understand the reasons 

to political leaders’ behavior and decision making.  

One of the earlier studies of political leadership was provided by K. J. Holsti. In National 

Role Conceptions in the Study of Foreign Policy (1970), Holsti provides an explanation 

of political leaders’ decision making as being largely dependent on policymakers’ 

conceptions of national roles. Political leaders’ understandings of national roles are 

considered to function as a means for them to recognize which functions or tasks that they 

should carry out within different sets of international relationships. Thus, the roles that 

the policymakers think that their states should play in their international systems, or in its 

issue- or regional subsystems, may influence their decision making in that they act in 

ways that best correspond to their roles in these systems. Holsti concludes that the more 

certain national role conceptions are integrated in a nation’s political culture, the more 

likely it is that these conceptions restrict available policy alternatives. However, Holsti 

argues that while political leaders’ conceptions of national roles may be used as an 

explanatory factor to foreign policy behavior and decision making, it does not guide every 

aspect of political behavior. Other factors need to be taken into consideration, such as 

public opinion, treaty obligations and declared national policy (Holsti 1970a).  

Holsti’s (1970) study contributed with knowledge and understanding concerning political 

decision making- and behavior. However, it seems to miss out on one important aspect. 

The study is highly concerned with different systems and how they influence policy- and 

decision making, but does not seem to take the individual leaders of the countries in this 

international system into account. Even though Holsti explains how it is political leaders’ 

understandings of their national roles that influence their decision making, he seems to 

neglect the impact that the characteristics of these leaders may have on how they 
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understand these national roles. Why political leaders perceive their international system 

and their nations’ role in it in a certain way may have a significant impact on decision 

making, in that it is these leaders’ conceptions of their nation’s role that govern political 

leadership. 

In his book Political Leadership in Liberal Democracies, Robert Elgie (1995) takes the 

role of the political leader and his effect on decision making slightly more into account 

than Holsti (1970a). According to Elgie, political leaders are influenced by the external 

environment in which they are located which limits their ability to act freely. The external 

environment is constrained in various ways, which may be a result of institutions, 

political, economic and social demands, and social and historical conditions. Political 

leadership, as well as the decision making process, is considered to be conditional upon 

the interaction between the leader and the leadership environment which influences the 

actor’s behavior. This is known as the ’interactionist’ approach of political leadership, 

which combines the systematic and personal aspects of the leadership process. In the 

study, Elgie analyzes Presidents and Prime Ministers in six liberal democracies: Japan, 

Italy, the United States, Britain, Germany and France. His analysis is based on the roles 

played by these leaders in their respective political systems (Elgie 1995).  

Elgie’s study puts more emphasis on individual political leaders than the one made by 

Holsti (1970). His argument is that political leaders are restricted by their external 

environment, which influences the way that they act. However, Elgie’s study does not 

focus on the role of individuals in political processes and how their individual 

characteristics affect decision making. Rather, he adopts an institutional perspective as a 

means to explain political leadership (Elgie 1995). Still, one cannot simply ignore the fact 

that decision making is largely a result of individual leaders.  

One study which emphasizes the role of political leaders as individuals when explaining 

political decision making- and leadership was provided by Renshon (2012). Renshon 

argues that political leaders in democratic countries together with their advisers face an 

array of problems from which they must choose to address some of these. Whether a 

political leader chooses to address a certain issue depends on how he understands and 



 

3 

 

frames his circumstances. The political leader as an individual is considered to be the 

main determinant of political decision making. Renshon argues that political leaders’ 

personal characteristics need to be analyzed when seeking to explain their behavior. He 

also emphasizes how the preferences of the public is an essential factor of political 

leadership. He studies a number of American presidents to illustrate this point. More 

specifically, Renshon argues that political leadership is dependent on mainly two features: 

the leader’s character elements of ambition and identity, and the position that the leader 

takes towards its public responsibilities. At the same time, however, he argues that 

different political systems shape political leaders’ behavior and that political psychology 

may not be sufficient to understand political leadership (Renshon 2012).  

Renshon’s contribution emphasizes how political leaders as individuals with personal 

characteristics influence decision making. He acknowledges that this is not enough to 

completely explain political leadership and that a more institutional approach may be 

needed. However, he seems to overlook how political leaders as individuals may be 

influenced by more factors than their personal attributes. The rationality of these leaders, 

in terms of what they seek to achieve and how they go about doing this, may very well 

shape their political behavior. A study on rationality and how this affects political 

behavior has been made by Hall and Taylor (1996).  

In their article Political Science and the Three New Institutionalisms, Hall and Taylor 

describe how there are mainly three analytical approaches of new institutionalism which 

explain political leadership in different ways: historical institutionalism, rational choice 

institutionalism, and sociological institutionalism. First, historical institutionalism views 

the institutional design of government systems as the main factor that influences political 

decision making and thus generates different outcomes. Second, rational choice 

institutionalism holds that individuals behave in a way that maximizes their preferences 

based on strategic calculations. They are however constrained by institutions which 

structure the sequence and range of options that the individuals are presented with, 

thereby influencing political action. Third, sociological institutionalism suggests that 

institutions guide political action by creating meaning for political leaders, who seek to 
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define and express their identity in ways that are socially appropriate. These ways are 

influenced, even determined, by institutions which consequently influence behavior. 

Thus, institutions must be explained in cultural terms (Hall and Taylor 1996). 

One of the things that Hall and Taylor discuss is how political leaders’ behavior may be 

explained by analyzing their preferences, as these influence their behavior. Their 

emphasis is on how political institutions affect and constrain political action. However, 

the question of how one may explain political leaders’ behavior is presumably more 

complex than simply describing it as a result of their preferences while at the same time 

applying an institutional approach. Political leaders’ ability to act rationally are likely to 

be influenced by other factors than institutions.  

There are a lot of research that attempt to evaluate political leaders and the way in which 

they act, as showcased above. Analysts in various scientific fields have under a long time 

tried to understand and explain political behavior- and leadership by using different 

perspectives and theories. However, many of the studies on political behavior seem to 

proceed from one particular theory, thus explaining political leadership from only one 

angle. Most studies portrayed above do not take more than one point of departure as a 

means to explain political leadership. For example, Elgie (1995) explains political 

leadership as being a result of the external environment while Holsti (1970) considers 

political decision making to be a consequence of political leaders’ conceptions of national 

roles. Consequently, it may be that these studies neglect and therefore miss out on 

important aspects needed to explain political leadership. In addition, many of the studies 

made on political leadership seem to ignore how decision making is a result of political 

leaders as individuals as well as their complexity.  

The ways in which political leaders act and which motives that may lay behind these 

actions cannot be explained solely by taking one approach into account. Rather, political 

leaders are influenced by many different factors that all shape their motives to action. 

Even though political leaders may act in ways that maximize their preferences as rational 

choice theorists maintain, they are at the same time affected by other individual 

circumstances. It is therefore assumed in this thesis that while political leaders seek to act 
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in a rational manner, they are still influenced and constrained by various psychological 

factors. In contrast to other studies that have been done on political leadership, this study 

combines the theories of rational choice and political psychology in order to explain 

political leaders’ motives to action in a more exhaustive manner. The combination of 

these seems to be absent from studies on political leadership, which is why this study is 

needed. Their complexity as individuals need to be taken into account when explaining 

political leadership- and decision making, in that they are influenced by a number of 

factors. 

By using two rather antagonistic theories when explaining political leaders’ motives and 

combining these, this study is hopefully going to provide useful insights and further 

knowledge on political leaders’ motives to action and how they are affected by several 

factors. It seeks to improve the understanding of political leaders’ decision making- and 

behavior, by studying Jair Bolsonaro and Emmanuel Macron in how they have acted in 

the matter of the Amazon fires and which motives that may lay behind these. It may be 

used as a framework, or at least as an inspiration, for further studies on political leadership 

and political action.  

As this study seeks to explain political action, a definition of what this contains is needed. 

Political action is defined in this study as “something done or performed, a deed, an act” 

(OED 1989). It may be speeches and statements given by the political leaders concerning 

the Amazon fires. They may for example formulate direct threats to other leaders, or give 

money or aid as a means to deal with the issue. All of these various forms of political 

action may be studied in this paper, as long as they concern the Amazon rainforest fires.  
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3 Theory 

3.1 Rational choice 
 

According to the theory of rational choice, the ultimate aim of decision makers is the 

maximization of their self-interested utility (Alden and Aran 2017: 20, Dowding 1991: 

18, 23; Simon 1985: 296). This means that individuals are assumed to act according to 

what they believe is in their own best interest (McDermott 2004: 50). The concept of 

rational behavior commonly refers to “ […] choosing the appropriate means for achieving 

some given end” (Harsanyi 1969: 515). In other words, political leaders make choices 

based on what they believe will lead to the greatest probability of their highest preference 

being reached (McDermott 2009: 47) 

There are numerous conditions that political leaders need to meet to be able to act 

rationally. Whether the selected leaders of this thesis meet these conditions is not covered 

in this thesis, however. First, a political leader needs to be able to assess the situation and 

other leaders’ possible actions based on their status and material abilities within the 

international order (Alden and Aran 2017: 23). Second, it is essential that the decision 

maker is able to make informed choices. This means that he needs to be able to observe 

and adjust to new information that comes along during the process in which a choice is 

made. The information that the political leader bases his decision on needs to be reliable 

and come from a trustworthy source. In addition, the decision maker needs to gather 

significant evidence that adds to the probability of some of the results that he considers 

(Gross Stein 2016: 131, 132).  

In other words, rational decision makers need to be logical, critical while simultaneously 

open to new evidence, as well as being constant and reasoned when reacting to logical 

arguments (Gross Stein 2016: 131, 132). In addition, for a decision maker to act rationally 

necessitates that he does not let the feasibility of an alternative to affect its desirability 

(Gilboa 2010: 4). However, if the leader finds himself in a situation of uncertainty about 

predicted consequences of options may add further complexity to the ability of the leader 

to act rationally (Allison and Zelikow 1999: 23). 
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More generally speaking, rational choice theory is often concerned with the question of 

why political leaders as rational individuals decide to engage and participate in collective 

action. This is defined as the collective action dilemma. Theorists of this school try to 

explain why these rational individuals decide to participate in collective action when the 

impact of each individual on collective action is trivial (Miller 1992: 24). Mancur Olson 

(1965) is perhaps the analyst on collective action who has gained most support. According 

to Olson, individuals are self-interested, economic persons without any community or 

social bond. He argues that a rational individual is not going to engage in any kind of 

collective action, as they have a complete lack of obligation to communities or other 

persons and an insignificant impact on collective problems.  

He states that  

”Unless there is coercion or some other special device to make individuals act in their common 

interest, rational, self-interested individuals will not act to achieve their common or group 

interest” (Olson 1965: 2). 

Moreover, rational choice theorists may use a model called ’the principal-agent model’ 

when analyzing political behavior. In this model, there is a hierarchically superior agent 

(the principal) concerned with making its inferior representatives (the agents) comply 

with an obligation (Lowndes and Roberts 2013: 56). The principal may take decisions or 

use other actions available to him as a means to provide incentives for the agents to make 

decisions most preferred by the principal (Gailmard 2012). 

The model used in this paper to explain the selected Presidents’ motives to action is 

inspired by Alison and Zelikow’s rational actor model, in which goals and objectives, 

alternatives, consequences and choice form the basis of analysis (Allison and Zelikow 

1999: 18). However, the material used in that study contained recordings and telephone 

calls which they could use to acquire information about the Presidents’ alternatives and 

consequences in the Cuban Missile Crisis. This made it possible for them to analyze these 

two aspects. It is not possible to discover the Presidents’ alternatives and consequences 

based on the material used in this study. Therefore, their goals and objectives are analyzed 

in order to explain political leaders’ motives to why they act in a certain way. 
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Political leaders’ behavior is assumed to be goal-directed in that they behave in ways that 

is appropriate to specified goals (Allison and Zelikow 1999: 17). This means that political 

action may be understood as the result of political leaders being motivated of achieving 

certain goals. These goals may have a more international aspect, in that they may for 

example look to the best of the international community. Political leaders may also seek 

to achieve goals that are more national. For example, according to the realist school of 

thought, political leaders’ ultimate goal is to protect the national interest defined by 

Morgenthau (1951) as ” […] survival – the physical, political and cultural identity against 

encroachments by other nation-states”. Foreign policy and policy preferences should be 

guided by and reflect the public interest, meaning that they should benefit the society as 

a whole (Heywood 2014: 60). This thought is shared by some rationalist scholars (Alden 

and Aran 2017: 21). Thus, leaders may be motivated by protecting the national interest.  

In contrast, Downs (1957) argues that political actors treat policies simply as means to 

achieve some private ends (Downs 1957: 28). He assumes that political leaders are 

motivated by the desire to enhance their positions in society and to gain some direct 

benefits for themselves (Downs 1957: 88). More specifically, it has been argued that 

political leaders seek to achieve a maximization of votes, money, or political power 

(Petracca 1991: 297). Winter (1992) found that leaders who are motivated by a pursuit of 

power are more inclined than others to enforce a confrontational foreign policy. In this 

study, personal goals are assumed to be the maximization of political power. It will not 

be feasible to address all of the different personal goals that the leaders may seek to 

achieve, as a result of the scope of the paper. 

Thus, the goals that political leaders seek to achieve may be either international, national 

or personal as illustrated in table 1: 

Table 1. Goals of a political leader  

—————————————————————————————————————————- 

Goals                        

                                International         Protecting the international community 
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                                National                Protecting the national interest 

                                Personal                Maximization of political power 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Some indicators are needed in order to identify and assess whether the Presidents seek to 

achieve international, national or personal goals as a means to explain their motives to 

action. These indicators define the criteria of the different concepts (Beckman 2005: 35, 

Schreier 2012: 97, 99). The operationalization of the indicators in this study is inspired 

by Hermann (1980). She begins by conceptualizing the factors, i.e. the indicators that she 

has selected for her analysis. Then, she operationalizes these factors based on what she 

will look for when reading the material. This is done in this thesis in order to interpret 

and determine whether the political leaders seek to achieve international, national or 

personal goals. 

In this study, the indicators of whether the Presidents seek to achieve international goals 

are words, concepts and utterances either explicitly stated or related to ”world”, ”planet” 

or ”internationalism”. Furthermore, phrases which suggest importance of international 

cooperation, international identity and international peace indicate the achievement of 

international goals.  

When identifying whether the motives behind the Presidents’ actions is the achievement 

of national goals, I am going to look for words and concepts referring to ”nation”, 

”sovereignty”, ”colonialism”, ”our” and ”survival”. Phrases suggesting importance of 

national identity such as “patriotism” and national honor such as “image” or “status” are 

also searched for. Terms which suggest interference in others’ affairs also indicate a focus 

on national goals (inspired by Hermann 1980: 20). 

The indicators of whether the Presidents are motivated by the achievement of personal 

goals are words and phrases related to ”power”. Phrases that suggest importance of 

personal gain and individual maximization are also searched for. 

Decision makers do not act solely on the basis of certain goals which they seek to achieve. 

They are also thought to act in ways that best safeguard their objectives (Allison and 
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Zelikow 1999). These objectives indicate their self-interests and they are therefore 

reflections of their goals (Hindmoor 2010: 42). Downs (1957) argues that one of the 

things that motivates political actors is to gain the prestige that comes from being in office 

(Downs 1957: 28). In comparison, Winter (1992) claims that some leaders seek to pursue 

greater trust among the people rather than anything else. Khan (2009) argues that state 

leaders seek to enhance legitimacy of their regimes and states.  

This study is accordingly going to include the objectives of prestige, trust and legitimacy 

as possible motives that may influence and explain political leaders’ action. Prestige 

means, in a minimalist definition, “recognition of importance” (Wood 2013: 388) and is 

therefore operationalized as ”seeks recognition”. Trust is defined as ”views on the 

performance of political incumbents” (Craig et al. 1990), and operationalized as ”seeks 

trust for political performance”. Legitimacy is defined as ”justification of coercive 

political power” (Rawls 1993, Ripstein 2004), and operationalized as ”seeks legitimacy 

as political leader”. 

The objectives that political leaders may seek to pursue are demonstrated in table 2: 

Table 2. Objectives of political leaders 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Objectives 

                                Prestige                 Seeks recognition                         

                                Trust                     Seeks trust for political performance 

                                Legitimacy           Seeks justification as political leader        

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

When explaining how the Presidents’ actions may be understood by them being motivated 

of gaining prestige, words and utterances related to ”reputation” and ”respect” are 

searched for, as well as phrases indicating importance of appreciation or recognition. 

When explaining how the Presidents may be motivated by the pursuit of trust, words and 

concepts related to ”belief” and ”faith” are looked for. Phrases suggesting importance of 
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the confidence in political leaders also indicate the pursuit of trust. The indicators of 

whether the Presidents are motivated by the pursuit of legitimacy are words and phrases 

related to ”justification” and ”right”. Phrases suggesting importance of legitimacy and 

validity as political leader are also searched for.  

For a political leader to maximize his utility necessitates that he begins by identifying and 

prioritizing the goals that he seeks to achieve and the objectives that he tries to pursue. 

Then, he needs to determine and choose from the alternatives, or options, that are 

accessible and presented to him (Allison and Zelikow 1999). The choice that the decision 

maker eventually decides to take is dependent upon these identified options (Allison and 

Zelikow 1999: 49, Dowding 1991: 7, Simon 1985: 302). Probability estimations are 

essential for the leader to be able to maximize his marginal self-interested utility. This 

means that he needs to examine the expected utility of the potential options that are 

identified (Dowding 1991: 23). The decision maker should select the option which fulfills 

his aim with the smallest cost as a means to utility maximization (Alden and Aran 2017: 

20).  

The choice that is being made should reflect a calculation of self-interest. In order for the 

decision maker to calculate which option that best safeguards his interests, a cost-benefit 

analysis is needed. This requires trade-offs between diverse potential positions and 

options. As a result, a rational leader’s behavior and decision indicate intention or purpose 

(Alden and Aran 2017: 20-21, Allison and Zelikow 1999: 15, McDermott 2009: 215). 

Decision making is influenced by the costs and benefits that follow from these options, 

as well as the consequences that may come from these which the political leader tries to 

identify. It may also be influenced by the leader’s willingness or reluctance to take risks 

(Allison and Zelikow 1999: 49).  

For political leaders to make a rational decision, their preferences should be at least 

intuitively ranked. The leader should be consistent in how he prefers and orders the 

presented alternatives based on his interests, beliefs and desires. They should be ordered 

in a transitive way. This means that if the decision maker prefers ‘a’ to ‘b’, and prefers 

‘b’ to ‘c’, then ‘a’ is preferred to ‘c’ (Dowding 1991: 19, 148; Allison and Zelikow 1999: 
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18, Simon 1985: 296, McDermott 2009: 52). It is possible to explain, sometimes even 

predict, the actions of a certain decision maker if taking these preferences into account 

(Hindmoor 2010: 42). However, this requires that his goals are known (Allison and 

Zelikow 1999: 19). 

To summarize, which actions that the leader will take may be calculated if the analyst, 

first, calculates the most plausible means for him to reach his goals, and second, assumes 

that this specific means will indeed be selected as a result of the rationality of the leader 

(Allison and Zelikow 1999: 19, Downs 1957: 4). It is, however, essential that the analyst 

also considers the alternatives that are identified by the decision maker and not only his 

goals. In addition, the analyst needs to consider the consequences, i.e. the advantages and 

disadvantages, that may come as a result from each alternative, as well as how open or 

hesitant the leader is to taking risks (Allison and Zelikow 1999: 49). 

However, as mentioned, it is not going to be possible to find out the alternatives and the 

consequences for the selected Presidents that may come from these based on the material 

available and used in this study. The possible motives that may influence political action 

are going to be explained by analyzing Bolsonaro’s and Macron’s goals and objectives 

explored by a reading of relevant material. 

Simon (1985) provided a distinction between ‘comprehensive rationality’ and ‘bounded 

rationality’ which has been used frequently by political scientists to explain political 

behavior. Comprehensive rationality refers to a situation in which the decision maker is 

expected to have a utility capacity, meaning that he estimates all options that he is 

confronted with. The political leader is assumed to select the alternative that achieves the 

highest utility. In contrast, bounded rationality identifies unavoidable limitations of 

capacity and knowledge of the decision maker (Allison and Zelikow 1999: 20, Simon 

1985: 294, Simon 1995: 47). Individuals innate rational and biological bounds that lead 

them to depart from rational behavior in that they have limited cognition and operate in a 

social environment which influences their decisions. As a result, the alternative that the 

leader chooses does not maximize the expected utility, but rather meets a given need 

(Cristofaro 2017: 170, 172; Simon 1985: 294). These bounds inherent in individuals 



 

13 

 

constraining their ability to act rationally are emphasized by the theory of political 

psychology, described below.   

3.2 Political psychology  
 

Political psychology refers to the study of the ways in which human psychology, i.e. 

people’s personality, beliefs, thought processes, style, temperament, childhood, 

perceptions, motivations, ideas, experiences, world views and traits, affects politics, 

political leadership, political behavior, political attitudes- and ideologies and political 

choices (Gross Stein 2016: 132, Houghton 2011: 51, Hart 2010: 100, Alden and Aran 

2017: 24, Cottam et al. 2004: 97, Deutsch and Kinnvall 2002: 22; Hermann 2002: 52; 

Jonason 2014: 181, McDermott 2009: 220, 223, 227; Axelrod 1973: 1265, Elgie 1995: 9, 

10; Barber 2009: 2).  

Rather than analyzing structures, context or material factors, theories of political 

psychology study properties of individuals. It studies how the ways in which our emotions 

and cognitions, as well as the social pressures that surround individuals’ interactions with 

other people, shape political behavior and political events (Houghton 2011: 51, 53, 58; 

Hermann 2002: 51, 52).  

The theory of political psychology developed largely as a criticism on the limits of 

rationality and simple behaviorist models. Some argued that there was a need to find 

explanations of political behavior outside the Hobbesian world. Instead of seeing political 

leaders as instrumentalist rational beings, they were starting to be considered as being 

’predictably irrational’. Political psychologists found that people seldom meet the 

expectations of the rational model. Instead, they claimed that it is their emotional aspects 

that influence their actions. The ground for distrust in the rational choice models is thus 

twofold. First, there is a difficulty of reasoning, and second, there are limitations of the 

human mind (Gross Stein 2016: 132, 133; Alden and Aran 2017: 24, 28; Deutsch and 

Kinnvall 2002: 21). Political psychologists hold that it is individuals in leadership 

positions who recognize certain matters and make judgements about these matters and 
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then enacts upon the information that is given. However, in contrast to rational choice 

theorists, they do not consider these individuals to be rational (Alden and Aran 2017: 23-

24). 

Political psychologists do not deny the relevance of political structures that are commonly 

studied, such as governments, parties and traditions. However, they reject the notion that 

such structures regulate politics (Hart 2010: 102). Rather, political psychology considers 

the individual to be the political actor (Deutsch and Kinnvall 2002: 21). Therefore, a key 

assumption of political psychology is that political processes and outcomes are shaped, 

at least partly, by the preferences, choices and actions of political leaders. To be able to 

explain their choices, actions and political preferences necessitates that personal 

characteristics and relationships are studied (Hart 2010: 102, 104).  

There are three approaches in the field of political psychology: cognitive, motivational, 

and social. First, cognitive scholars focus on the way that individuals see the world and 

the situations that they find themselves in as being the result of their prior experiences, 

fundamental beliefs and information-processing styles and capacities. Political decision 

making is considered to be a product of constrained rational individuals, seeking to make 

judgement calls in situations of ambiguity, information overload, conflict and time 

pressure. Second, motivational scholars analyze the origins, nature and effects of people’s 

values, styles and drives. For them, political behavior- and decision making is determined 

by political leaders’ core beliefs, values, leadership style and personalities. These factors 

are, in turn, influenced by their experiences, socialization and family background. Third, 

social psychologists focus on group dynamics, interpersonal relations and inter-group 

relations of the collectivities in which political actors as individuals act and perhaps 

identify with. In their view, decision- and policy making made by political leaders are 

generally influenced by negotiation, deliberation and advice by groups (Hart 2010: 104, 

105). 

In more general terms, political psychologists emphasize how political actors’ 

understandings of political events are influenced by inference and attribution (Deutsch 

and Kinnvall 2002: 22). This means that they identify and frame problems in various 
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ways (Hermann 2002: 47, Holsti 1970b: 304). The outcomes of political events may 

therefore depend on self-images and images of the other, misperceptions (Deutsch and 

Kinnvall 2002: 22), stereotypes and constructions of reality that the political leader holds 

(Hermann 2002: 46). Political leadership may also be influenced by the personalities of 

these leaders. Studies analyzing how political leadership is influenced by political 

leaders’ personality often uses the ‘big five’-personality traits. These are extraversion, 

agreeableness, conscientiousness, openness and neuroticism (Hart 2010: 108, Komarraju 

et al. 2011: 472).  

According to Dreher et al. (2009), another factor that may influence political leadership 

is education. They argue that politicians’ education in terms of school of thought and 

professional background matter for decision- and policy making. Moreover, Inglehart 

(1971) studies how education is one of the strongest predictors of value priorities. In this 

study, it is assumed that political leaders’ decision making differ based on whether they 

have a liberal or a conservative educational background as this seems to be a quite 

common distinction. Norrlof (2019) states that higher education emphasizes liberal values 

and practices. In contrast, Sparks (2015) explains that it is often assumed that individuals 

with a military background are more likely than others to agree with conservative beliefs 

(Sparks 2015).  

This study is thus going to analyze the Presidents’ backgrounds in terms of education, 

operationalized as whether they have a liberal or a conservative education illustrated in 

table 3: 

Table 3. Political leaders’ background 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Background 

                   Education    

                                            Liberal 

                                            Conservative 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 



 

16 

 

Some indicators are needed here as well. When explaining how political leaders’ motives 

to action may be influenced by a liberal educational background, I am going to search for 

words and utterances related to ”freedom” and ”international law”. Phrases suggesting 

importance of international institutions, international cooperation and democracy are also 

searched for. All of these concepts are essential in the liberal school of thought (Heywood 

2017, Doyle 2016). The indicators of whether the conservative school of thought may 

have influenced their motives to action are words and utterances related to ”tradition” and 

”authority”. Phrases suggesting importance of the value of the nation, a strengthened 

national identity, common cultures and strong states are also looked for. These concepts 

are emphasized by the conservative ideology (Heywood 2017). 

The way in which leaders understand, define and represent their political and social 

environments is also considered to be an essential element in explaining politics 

(Hermann 2002: 52). A political leader’s actions may also be influenced by amount of 

political experience and his responses to stress (McDermott 2004: 216). The leader’s 

ability to make judgements prior to a decision, i.e. his ability to estimate the probability 

or likelihood that a specific outcome may occur based on its external environment, is also 

argued to be essential in explaining political behavior (McDermott 2004: 58). 

Many political psychologists however, especially of the cognitive school, suggest that 

human beings are poor estimators of probability. They also argue that they are loss averse 

and that they prefer simplicity over complexity and seek consistency rather than 

ambiguity (Alden and Aran 2017: 25). They argue that decision makers base their 

decisions on their understandings and ideas, rather than weighing certain objective facts 

when presented with a number of alternatives prior to making a decision (Alden and Aran 

2017: 24). They also suggest that rather than evaluating the merits of these facts presented 

to them, leaders tend to choose a policy option that addresses the instantaneous concerns 

and pressures (Alden and Aran 2017: 28).  

Moreover, instead of relying on information that is perceived to be accurate and 

trustworthy, decision makers act within the scheme of the information that is accessible 

to them. Then, they make decisions based on this inadequate premise (Alden and Aran 
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2017: 26, 27; McDermott 2004: 219). Thus, the search for information is generally 

incomplete, often based on partial ignorance and uncertain information. The process of 

gathering information is usually concluded with the decision maker finding satisfactory, 

not optimal, courses of action (Simon 1985: 295).  

Political psychologists hold that the ability of decision makers to act rationally is 

diminished by their beliefs, prejudices and other cognitive limitations (Alden and Aran 

2017: 25, 26). For example, individuals are forced to create convictions, or beliefs, of the 

reality as they live in a highly complex world. These convictions are based on a highly 

simplified interpretation of the world which govern their behavior. They are created in 

the physical and social environment and guide the individual throughout life (Axelrod 

1976: 20). That is, political leaders generally use preexisting assumptions about the way 

in which the world is organized in order to make sense of new information that is given 

in a complex environment which affects their decision making (Axelrod 1973: 1248, 

1249; Holsti 1976: 20). What is problematic about this is that even though policy- and 

decision makers may be self-conscious regarding their own cognitive styles, they may not 

be aware of how their decision making may be limited by these cognitive characteristics 

(Axelrod 1976: 3). In addition, it has been argued that political leaders often use historical 

analogies when they are faced with a certain event. This means that they use events that 

have happened in the past to make sense of new, unusual events (Hart 2010: 107). 

Moreover, studies have been made on how a political leader’s style determines the way 

in which he acts politically. Style refers to the leader’s established way of carrying out 

his political roles. The style of a leader is the way in which he performs the duties that 

the office requires him to do, i.e. his way of acting. Their style thus influence the way that 

they try to achieve their ambitions (Elgie 1995: 10). There are numerous definitions of 

political leaders’ style. Kavanagh (1990) distinguishes between mobilising and 

expressive leaders. Mobilising leaders are considered to emphasize decision-making and 

task-performance, while expressive leaders emphasize cohesion and the maintenance of 

the status quo (Kavanagh 1990: 247). Elgie (1995), in contrast, suggests that there are 

uncompromising and malleable leaders. Uncompromising leaders are identified as ” […] 
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habitually willing to fight to their corner” (Elgie 1995: 10), and are assertive towards 

others (Elgie 1995: 11). Malleable leaders are ” […] willing to cede” (Elgie 1995: 10), 

and more responsive towards others (Elgie 1995: 11).  

Elgie’s distinction is used in this study to analyze how political leaders’ style may explain 

their motives to action by analyzing the style of Bolsonaro and Macron, as illustrated in 

table 4: 

Table 4. Political leaders’ style 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Style 

     Uncompromising                             Assertive 

     Malleable                                         Responsive 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

To identify how the Presidents’ actions may be explained by whether they are 

uncompromising leaders, words and utterances indicating that they are resolute, forceful 

and stubborn are searched for as well as phrases suggesting self-confidence. The 

indicators of whether the Presidents are malleable leaders consist of words and utterances 

implying that they are reasonable, sympathetic and open to ideas. Phrases suggesting 

importance of understanding, respect and unity also indicate that they are malleable 

leaders. 

Greenstein (1967) argues that the psychology of political leaders may be used to explain 

political processes or outcomes in three circumstances. First, the likelihood of personal 

impact intensifies to the degree in which the environment admits of restructuring, e.g. 

during periods of political crisis or disruption. Second, the probability of personal impact 

varies with the location that the political actor is holding, e.g. in terms of resources. Third, 

it also varies with the personal strengths and weaknesses of the political actor (Greenstein 

1967: 633-634).  
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3.3 Theoretical framework 
 

The analysis in this study is going to be based on the dimensions discussed in the previous 

chapter, namely goals and objectives influenced by educational background and style. 

They reflect the research questions of the study, and accordingly form the focus of the 

analysis as explained by Schreier (2012) and Holsti (1969). These dimensions contain a 

number of concepts. These concepts all have indicators which are operationalized to 

words, concepts and phrases as presented above under each table. These form the 

theoretical framework used to structure and carry out the analysis. They define which 

words, concepts and phrases that I am going to search for when reading the material in 

order to analyze the selected Presidents’ motives to action.  

The operationalization in this study is mainly based on a reading of relevant material. 

However, the theories presented above form the very basis of which concepts and 

indicators that have been operationalized. Thus, the theoretical framework in this study 

is both theory- and data-driven. Schreier (2012) explains how this combined concept- and 

data-driven strategy is the most frequently used when the method used to carry out the 

study is a qualitative content analysis (Schreier 2012: 94) (which is the method used in 

this paper, described below). 

The model used in this paper to explain the selected Presidents’ motives to action is 

inspired by Alison and Zelikow’s rational actor model. However, the analysis in this study 

is going to include the goals and objectives of the two Presidents in the matter of the 

Amazon fires as there is a lack of material which concerns the Presidents’ options and the 

consequences that may come from these. The analysis is accordingly going to be based 

on the following dimensions and operationalized concepts illustrated in table 5: 

Table 5. Dimensions of rationality   

Dimension        Concept              Indicators                           Operationalization 

Goals                        

                          International                                                                 
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                                                    Protecting the inter-             Words, concepts and utterances either  

                                                    national community              explicitly stated or referring to ”world”,  

                                                                                                  ”planet” or ”internationalism”; phrases 

                                                                                                  suggesting importance of international  

                                                                                                  cooperation, international identity and 

                                                                                                  international peace 

                          National 

                                                    Protecting the national         Words, concepts and utterances either 

                                                    interest                                 explicitly stated or referring to ”nation”, 

                                                                                                 ”sovereignty”, ”colonialism”, ”our” or 

                                                                                                 ”survival”; phrases suggesting importance 

                                                                                                 of national identity such as ”patriotism”, and  

                                                                                                 national honor such as ”image” or ”status”;  

                                                                                                 terms which suggest interference in others’ 

                                                                                                 affairs 

                          Personal                                                                    

                                                    Maximization of                  Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly  

                                                    political power                  stated or referring to ”power”; phrases  

                                                                                              suggesting importance of personal gain and 

                                                                                              individual maximization  

Objectives 

                          Prestige            

                                                    Seeks recognition              Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly 

                                                                                              stated or referring to ”reputation” or ”respect”;  

                                                                                              phrases suggesting importance of appreciation  

                                                                                              or recognition  

                                                                   

                          Trust                  

                                                   Seeks trust for politi-        Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly 

                                                   cal performance                either explicitly stated or referring to ”belief” or  

                                                                                             “trust”; phrases suggesting importance of 

                                                                                             confidence in political leaders 
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                          Legitimacy        

                                                   Seeks legitimacy as         Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly 

                                                   political leader                 stated or referring to ”justification” or ”right”; 

                                                                                            phrases suggesting importance of legitimacy and 

                                                                                            validity as political leader                                     

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Table 5 functions as a way to determine which goals and objectives that the selected 

Presidents seek to achieve and try to pursue, which may explain their motives to action. 

This means that when reading the material used in this study, I am going to look for 

words, concepts and phrases operationalized above. For example, if any of the selected 

political leaders use the words “planet” or “international” when discussing the Amazon 

fires, this indicates that he seeks to protect the international community. Thus, the motives 

to action in the Amazon may be an achievement of international goals since he uses words 

implying this kind of goal.  

In contrast, the theory of political psychology argues that what need to be studied when 

analyzing decision making are the properties of the political leaders involved in a certain 

matter. As described above, this theory highlights a number of factors that may be used 

to explain political leadership- and decision making. However, this study is not going to 

use all of these factors to analyze the actions that the two selected Presidents have taken. 

That is simply beyond the purpose, as well as the scope, of this paper.  

Instead, the analysis of how the Presidents’ individual characteristics have influenced 

their motives to action is going to be based on two different concepts stressed by this 

theory: background, in terms of education, and style. The analysis of the selected leaders’ 

personal characteristics and the way in which it influences leadership and decision 

making is going to be influenced by Holsti’s (1976) model of sources and content of 

decision making. In the case of this paper, sources include education while content 

contain style.  
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The analysis of how political leaders’ motives may be influenced by their educational 

background and style is going to be based on the following dimensions and 

operationalized concepts demonstrated in table 6: 

Table 6. Dimensions of political psychology  

Dimension                   Concept       Indicators               Operationalization 

Sources   

- Background 

                      Education                                                    

                                         Liberal                      Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly  

                                                                                         stated or referring to ”freedom” or ”international  

                                                                                         law”; phrases suggesting importance of   

                                                                                         international institutions, international cooperation 

                                                                                         and democracy  

                                                       Conservative             Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly   

                                                                                         stated or referring to ”tradition” or ”authority”; 

                                                                                         phrases suggesting importance of the value of the 

                                                                                         nation, a strengthened national identity, common 

                                                                                         cultures and strong states 

Content   

- Style  

                      Uncompromising 

                                         Assertive                  Words, concepts and utterances indicating that they 

                                                                          are resolute, forceful and stubborn; phrases 

                                                                          suggesting self-confidence   

                      Malleable 

                                          Responsive 

                                                                          Words, concepts and utterances indicating that they 

                                                                          are reasonable, sympathetic and open to ideas;  

                                                                          phrases suggesting importance of understanding, 

                                                                          respect and unity                                           

—————————————————————————————————————————— 
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Table 6 serves as an instrument to assess whether and how the selected Presidents’ 

educational background and style may have influenced their motives to action in the 

Amazon fires. For example, if one of the leaders uses words, concepts or utterances 

indicating that he is forceful or stubborn when talking about the Amazon fires, it may be 

that his assertive leadership style has influenced his motives in some way. In the same 

manner, if any of leaders uses words such as “freedom”, it may be that an educational 

background of liberal values has influenced which goals and objectives that he finds 

important. 

In order to genuinely explain political action, one needs to understand that political 

leaders are influenced by a number of factors. Therefore, this study combines the theories 

of rational choice and political psychology in order to explain political leaders’ motives 

in a more comprehensive manner, in contrast to other studies of political leadership. 

While they may try to be rational, they are still limited and affected by psychological 

causes. The hypothesis of this study is that political leaders’ educational background and 

style influence their motives to action in terms of which goals that they seek to achieve 

and which objectives that they try to pursue. For that reason, this study is applying the 

following models: 

Table 7. Rationality and educational background  

                                                                    Goals                         Objectives  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Liberal educational background  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Conservative educational background 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Table 8. Rationality and style 

                                                                                 Goals                          Objectives  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 
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Uncompromising  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Malleable 

——————————————————————————————————————————  

Table 7 and table 8 are going to be used in the analysis as a framework to study how the 

chosen political leaders’ goals and objectives may have been influenced by their 

educational background and their style. In other words, it is assumed that which goals and 

objectives that motivate leaders depend on whether they have a liberal or a conservative 

educational background and whether they are uncompromising or malleable leaders. As 

mentioned earlier, the analysis is made by searching for words, utterances and concepts 

included in table 5 and table 6. This is explained more in detail below. 
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4 Method and material 

4.1 Method  

4.1.1 A multiple-case study  

 

The research design of this thesis is a multiple-case study. There are both single case 

studies and multiple-case studies. In a single case study, there is only one unit of analysis 

while there are two or more units of analysis in a multiple-case study (Esaiasson et al. 

2017, Yin 2014). In this study, Jair Bolsonaro and Emmanuel Macron are selected as units 

of analysis as a means to explain and understand political leaders’ motives to why they 

act in a certain manner. Their actions in the Amazon rainforest are analyzed from the 

theories of rational choice and political psychology, as a means to understand and explain 

which motives that may lay behind political leaders’ actions. 

There are numerous definitions of case studies. Gerring (2004) defines it as an in-depth 

study of a single unit, in which the researcher aims to clarify elements of a larger class of 

a comparable phenomena (Gerring 2004: 341). In this thesis, the selected leaders are 

analyzed as a means to understand and explain the wider phenomena of political 

leadership. An in-depth study is needed in order to fully understand leaders’ motives to 

action. However, in the case of this thesis, two units are studied instead of one. 

Schramm (1971) argues that a case study  

” […] tries to illuminate a decision or set of decisions, why they were taken, how they were 

implemented, and with what result (Schramm 1971, cited in Yin 2014: 15). 

Since this study seeks to explain political leaders’ motives to why they take certain 

decisions and act in a specific way, the case study seems to be well-suited for this 

particular thesis. The question of how these decisions were implemented and with what 

result is, however, not covered in this paper. Moreover, doing a case study is an 

appropriate choice when the researcher seeks to study ” […] a contemporary phenomenon 

[…] ” (Yin 2014: 16). The matter of the Amazon fires has been selected in this thesis to 

understand political leaders’ motives, as the rainforest is of critical importance for 
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biodiversity, climate change and humanity. The fires in the Amazon is still ongoing and 

it has gained attention all over the world, which is yet another reason to why a case study 

is a relevant choice for this study as it is a contemporary phenomenon. 

One of the advantages with a multiple-case study is that the results are often considered 

to be compelling. This makes it possible to generalize the findings to other similar cases 

(Yin 2014: 57), which is the ambition of this thesis. It seeks to contribute with useful 

insights and knowledge on political leadership and the question of political leaders’ 

motives to action. A limitation with doing a case study, however, is that it is not possible 

to analyze and conclude how much gradations of a certain variable influence the outcome 

in a particular case or types of cases (George and Bennett 2005: 25). This should not be 

a problem for this thesis, however, because the focus is not on how much the selected 

variables (goals and objectives, and education and style) may affect political leaders’ 

motives to action but rather whether and how this is the case. This is according to George 

and Bennett (2005) something that case studies are particularly strong at, i.e. measuring 

whether some conditions are necessary or sufficient for a certain outcome (George and 

Bennett 2005: 25, 26).  

4.1.2 A comparative qualitative content analysis   

 

In this study, a comparative qualitative content analysis (QCA) is used in order to examine 

the motives that may lay behind Bolsonaro’s and Macron’s actions in the matter of the 

Amazon rainforest fires. QCA is a kind of textual analysis in which the researcher uses 

written texts as the main form of data (Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 236). The purpose 

of QCA is to classify “ […] large amounts of text into an efficient number of categories 

[…] ” (Weber 1990). QCA is generally suitable when the researcher seeks to analyze the 

causes of messages, for example to find the intentions and motives of the communicator 

(Holsti 1969: 24, 32). Therefore, in QCA, the content is studies with reference to the 

meanings, contexts, and intentions enclosed in messages and other forms of 

communications (Prasad 2008: 174, Kracauer 1952: 638). Content analyses are often 

relevant for leadership studies (McDermott 2004: 31). 
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In order to find these intentions, motives or other hidden meanings, the material needs to 

be systematically examined by the researcher who seeks to analyze and interpret the 

meaning of the material in question (Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 232, Schreier 2012: 

1, 20; Mayring 2004: 266, Krippendorff 2019: 10). The meaning is assumed to lie hidden 

under the surface, which demands the researcher to intensely read the material (Esaiasson 

et al. 2012: 212). This is known as the latent content of the material, i.e. the deeper layers 

of meaning entrenched in the material (Holsti 1969: 12). In order to find the meaning of 

the selected material, this necessitates that the researcher reads it in a systematic and 

detailed manner. When executing a QCA, the researcher needs to first and foremost find 

texts that are going to be used as the starting point of research. Many different forms of 

texts may be studied, such as newspapers, magazines, books, literature, television, web 

sites and diaries (Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 228, Schreier 2012: 3).  

A detailed analysis of the meaning of the material used in this thesis is required in order 

to reveal the Presidents’ motives in the matter of the Amazon. These motives are not 

going to be apparent in the texts in and of themselves, which makes QCA a suitable option 

for this thesis as it may function as a way to help to discover the hidden meaning of the 

selected material. The material is going to be read through the operationalized indicators 

presented in table 5 and table 6, as a means to find out and understand what the Presidents 

really mean by the things that they say and what motivates them to act in this specific 

way. This means that I am going to search for words, concepts and phrases that indicate 

that they seek international, national or personal goals etc. Following Weber (1990), the 

aim of using QCA is to classify the material into categories. The ambition is that it is 

going to be possible to categorize the material used in this paper according to the concepts 

based on the indicators presented in table 5 and table 6 as a means to discover the political 

leaders’ motives, which is yet another reason to why QCA seems to be an appropriate 

method. 

When carrying out a QCA, the researcher examines all of the selected material and then 

decides for each part where it fits in the coding frame (Schreier 2012: 5). The coding 

frame contains categories and concepts which have substantial meaning for the research 
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questions and the material used to answer them. They enable the researcher to test relevant 

assumptions and hypotheses (Kracauer 1952: 638). The ambition of QCA is to reach a 

socially shared, consensual understanding of the material and how it is used and 

interpreted based on the analytical framework (Schreier 2012: 32). Schreier (2012) 

concludes that the categories, or dimensions, included in the framework ” […] are the 

’filter’ through which you view your data, anything that you do not include in your coding 

frame will be lost from view following your analysis” (Schrerier 2012: 90). 

The material selected for this study (presented below) is thus read through the concepts 

and its indicators presented above. Which words, concepts and phrases that the Presidents 

use in the matter of the Amazon are used to understand and explain their motives, by 

fitting them to the coding frame (table 5 and table 6). Table 5 and table 6 thus form the 

basis of this study. It is possible that the Presidents’ actions may be explained by taking 

other factors into consideration. However, in this paper, I am interested in studying how 

their goals and objectives, influenced by their education and style, may explain their 

motives in the matter of the Amazon fires as a means to understand the wider phenomena 

of political leadership. 

There are mainly two benefits to using a method in which there are no living entities as 

basis: the data are non-interactive, and it exists independent of the research. These two 

qualities are often argued to provide methods of data collection an unprecedented level 

of trustworthiness (Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 228). Moreover, the amount of material 

may in a QCA be fairly large. The process of carrying out a QCA allows for the researcher 

to handle and outline the material that is used in a comprehensive and exhaustive manner 

(Mayring 2004: 269).  

Some disadvantages, however, with a QCA is that the research questions of the study 

specify the point of view from which the researcher examines the data. As a result, it is 

only possible to explain the meaning of the material in certain respects based on the 

questions which the researcher poses. Thus, QCA does not oblige the researcher to fully 

explain the material (Schreier 2012: 3-4, 6; Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 236). However, 

this does not necessarily have to be a problem. Rather, this aspect of QCA is one of its 
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main characteristics. It enables for the researcher to examine and analyze the material 

more thoroughly and in depth according to the research questions (Schreier 2012: 4, 33; 

Forman and Damschroder 2007: 41). 

Another limitation is that the interpretation of the meaning of the material is inevitably 

going to be influenced by the researcher as an individual and his understanding (Kracauer 

1952: 641). This may not always be a problem, however, but it is important to make sure 

that the material is not wrongly analyzed as a result of subjective and personal 

interpretations (Schreier 2012: 6). Still, the process of understanding and applying 

meaning to a material is constructive. As a result, the researcher is unavoidably going to 

bring his individual background to this process. Texts may therefore be interpreted in 

different ways and have multiple meanings for different people, which may change over 

time. This is simply one of the characteristics of QCA (Schreier 2012: 20-22). The 

researcher should, however, attempt to minimize his own influence as a means to reduce 

the risk of bias (Bengtsson 2016). The analysis in this thesis is made according to table 5 

and table 6, which is hopefully going to lead to a less subjective interpretation of the 

material as I will follow the indicators of the concepts presented in the tables when 

interpreting the material. There is, however, no objective truth in the field of QCA 

(Kracauer 1952: 641). 

Content analyses may be carried out both quantitatively or qualitatively. When using the 

quantitative approach, the researcher counts the occurrence of a certain term or the like 

in which he is interested (Hesse-Biber and Leavy 2011: 232, Esaiasson et al. 2012: 199, 

Holsti 1969: 6). For this particular paper, it would have been possible to make a 

quantitative content analysis instead of a qualitative one. In that case, I could have chosen 

some specific words, concepts and phrases that the selected Presidents have used in the 

question of the Amazon fires and counted their recurrence. But rather than interpreting 

their motives based on what they say concerning the Amazon, the analysis would be based 

on how often they use the selected words, concepts and phrases, i.e. their frequency. 

However, this study seeks to analyze what they say and why they say these things, rather 

than analyzing how often the Presidents use particular phrases, concepts and words when 
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talking about the Amazon fires. In addition, the use of quantitative content analysis may 

lead to a neglect of important insights which may only be given by qualitative methods 

(Kracauer 1952: 631).  

To summarize, the first step in the procedure to answer the research questions and 

generate an exhaustive and well-structured analysis is to carefully and systematically read 

the collected material concerning the Presidents’ actions in the matter of the Amazon fires 

through the operationalized concepts presented in table 5 and table 6. Important to note 

however is that, as illustrated in table 7 and table 8, it is assumed in this study that political 

leaders’ educational background and style influence their motives to action in terms of 

which goals that they seek to achieve and which objectives that they try to pursue. 

Based on which words, terms and phrases that the two Presidents use and how they 

correspond to the operationalized indicators presented above, their motives to why they 

have acted in the way that they have in the Amazon are going to be explained. For 

example, if the leaders use words and utterances related to ”sovereignty” or ”survival” 

when discussing the Amazon fires, it is assumed that they seek to achieve national rather 

than international goals. However, the leaders are at the same time influenced by various 

psychological factors.  

Explanation thus consists in analyzing how the Presidents’ motives in the Amazon may 

be explained by their goals and objectives, influenced by their education and style. An 

analysis of the selected Presidents is hopefully going to lead to a better understanding of 

political leaders’ motives to why they act in a certain way. 

4.2 Material  

 

The material used to carry out this study have been selected as to whether it concerns any 

actions that Bolsonaro and Macron have taken in the Amazon fires, in other words 

whether it is relevant for the aim and research questions of the study.  

To study Bolsonaro’s motives to action in the matter of the Amazon fires, his speech at 

the United Nations General Assembly at September 24 is used. This is available at the 
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website of Brazil’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Moreover, articles from various 

newspapers are used in the analysis. One article from Deutsche Welle is used to study 

Bolsonaro’s actions in the Amazon fires, as well as an article from The Washington Post. 

Three articles from Time Magazine are also used, together with an article from The 

Independent and the Guardian. In addition, one article from Reuters is used, as is a piece 

from inews. An article from Al Jazeera is also used. Scientific articles are also used to 

conduct the analysis. One article from Nature is used as well as two articles from 

American Association for the Advancement of Science. In addition, three tweets that 

Bolsonaro made on August 23 are used. Information from the website of Federal 

Government of Brazil is also used, as well as an article from Daily Express. 

To analyze Macron’s motives to action in the Amazon rainforest fires, two articles from 

Reuters are used as well as two articles from The Guardian. An article from the 

Independent and a piece from Bloomberg are also used. One article from The Telegraph 

is also used as is a piece from Le Monde diplomatique and BBC. One tweet that Macron 

wrote on August 22 is also used, as well as information from Britannica and Palais de 

l’Èlysée. 

There are both strengths and weaknesses with using documents and other written 

material. One strength is that written material usually concerns quite a period of time, 

which makes it possible for the researcher to acquire a more substantial account of the 

studied phenomenon. One weakness is that all written material are written by some 

author(s), which may have an impact on the impartiality of the texts. This impartiality 

may exist whether the reader and author are aware of it or not (Yin 2014: 106). In addition, 

using public documents such as speeches may be somewhat problematic. They may not 

be written by the person giving them and they may hold a strategic purpose, serving as 

propaganda by creating public support on a particular issue rather than objective material 

(McDermott 2004: 34, Holsti 1976: 45). In other words, it may be that various verbal 

expressions have been selected to have an effect on the target of the communication 

(Holsti 1976: 44).  
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George and Bennett (2005) states that 

 

”The analyst should consider who is speaking to whom, for what purpose and under what 

circumstances” (George and Bennett 2005: 100). 

 

Since the material used in this paper consist of articles, tweets, statements and speeches 

given by Bolsonaro and Macron, it is important to remember that the things that they say 

may serve a higher purpose for them. I bear this in mind while carrying out the analysis. 

4.3 Reliability and validity  
 

When writing a paper, it is essential that the author attempts to make the study as valid 

and reliable as possible. 

Reliability refers to the interpretation and understanding of the material used and analyzed 

in the study (Schreier 2012: 6). Repeated measures with the same framework on a given 

sample of material should generate similar results (Holsti 1969: 135). Thus, it is essential 

that the author’s understanding of the material is the same, or at least very much alike, 

how another person understands it (Schreier 2012: 6). The material should also be 

understood in the same way at another time (Schreier 2012: 6, Holsti 1969: 4).  

There is, however, always a risk that the researcher accidentally reads the material in a 

way that is not completely objective. This is especially the case when interpretation is a 

major part of the study, which makes the researcher an essential part of the study as well 

as the results that it leads to. In order to reduce the risk of this happening, I have based 

the analysis of the material on the concepts of the theoretical frameworks presented above 

in table 5 and table 6 as a way to make the interpretation of the material as impartial as 

possible. I have aspired not to let my background and individual understanding influence 

the way I have interpreted and analyzed the material used in this paper. Moreover, I have 

presented the material on which the analysis is based so that other people may use the 

same information at a different time.  
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Validity may refer to different varieties, which the researcher needs to take into 

consideration when carrying out the study. 

Face validity concerns the extent to which the analytical instrument measures what it is 

intended to measure (Holsti 1969: 142, Esaiasson et al. 2012: 57, Shcreier 2012: 185). It 

is essential that the theoretical definitions used in the paper comply with the operational 

indicators used to carry out the analysis (Esaiasson et al. 2012: 57). This requires that the 

categories stated in the instrument represent the concepts inherent in the research 

questions of the study. In addition, the researcher needs to form and adjust the framework 

according to the theories and material used to answer them (Schreier 2012: 175, Esaiasson 

et al. 2012: 56, 57, Holsti 1969: 94). If this is not the case, the assumptions that the 

researcher makes from the findings will not be valid (Holsti 1969: 143).  

To reach as high face validity as possible, I have based the two models presented above 

on the theories of first, rational choice, and second, political psychology. These models 

(illustrated in table 5 and table 6) are used to answer the questions of which motives that 

may lay behind the actions of Bolsonaro and Macron in the matter of the Amazon 

rainforest. The material is read based on the operationalized concepts of goals, objectives, 

education and style, which thus form the basis of the analysis.  

Internal validity concerns the accuracy of the conclusions that the researcher makes based 

on the studied cases (Esaiasson et al. 2012: 89, 154, 158). In order to reach high intern 

validity, the conclusions need to be based on a thorough reading of the material (Schreier 

2012: 27). As a means to reach as high intern validity as possible, the analysis and 

conclusions of this study is going to be based on a systematic and careful reading of the 

selected material in accordance with the theoretical models. However, content analyses 

often lose validity if the material used in the analysis are not a product of the person being 

studied (McDermott 2004: 34). This may be a problem since Bolsonaro’s speech at the 

UN General Assembly at September 24 is used as well as tweets and statements from the 

leaders and I do not know whether they wrote it themselves or if some of their advisers 

did. But the more agreement among the sources used and the more prevalent the 

categories that arise, the more validity of the results (McDermott 2004: 34). That is, if 
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several sources used to carry out the analysis reveal similar ideas, the intern validity of 

the study increases. 

External validity refers to the possibility of generalizing the results of the study to other 

cases and populations (Esaiasson et al. 2012: 89, 154, 158). The ambition is that the result 

of this study is going to be possible to generalize to other cases concerning political 

leadership and political leaders’ motives to action. Content analysis has generally greater 

external validity in analyzing the person of interest directly, which offers greater ability 

for generalization even though it may lose internal validity as the material used may not 

be a product of the person being studied (McDermott 2004: 34).  

The analysis in which the research questions are answered based on the selected material 

is presented below. 
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5 Analysis 

5.1 Jair Bolsonaro 
 

On September 24, Bolsonaro spoke in the United Nations General Assembly (Brazilian 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2019). The aim of the summit was to follow up and review 

progress in the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the 

17 Sustainable Development Goals (United Nations 2019). Bolsonaro addressed among 

else the fires in the Amazon rainforest (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2019). In 

the beginning of the speech, he claimed that 

”Our Amazon is larger than the entirety of Western Europe [… ] proof that we are one of the 

countries which best protect the environment” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2019). 

He completed the speech in the UN by stating that  

” […] we would like it that all are able to get to know Brazil, especially our Amazon […] it is 

not being devastated or consumed by fire, as the media untruthfully puts it” (Brazilian Ministry 

of Foreign Affairs 2019). 

In late August, Bolsonaro met with Chilean President Sebastian Pinera. Afterwards, 

Bolsonaro announced that a meeting would be held on September 6 in Leticia, Colombia, 

with other South American countries that share the Amazon to debate its development 

and protection. Bolsonaro told reporters that the goal with the meeting was  

” […] to come up with our own unified strategy for preserving the environment” (DW 2019). 

On August 23, Bolsonaro tweeted that he regrets  

” […] that President Macron seeks to use an internal issue surrounding Brazil and other 

Amazonian countries for personal political gain. The sensationalist tone with which he refers to 

the Amazon (even using fake photos) does nothing to solve the problem” (Twitter 2019, 

translated). 

Bolsonaro’s frequent use of the word ’our’ when talking about the Amazon rainforest 

indicates that according to him, the Amazon is not to be viewed as belonging to the world. 
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Rather, he says that Amazon is a concern purely for Brazil and other countries in the 

region. This stance is even more clear in his tweet in which he explicitly states that the 

Amazon fires is an internal issue for Brazil and other countries in the Amazonian region. 

His emphasis on the need for a unified strategy developed by Amazonian countries 

implies that in his opinion, the matter of the Amazon fires should be handled by the 

countries in the area which share the rainforest.  

It seems as for Bolsonaro, Brazil’s ownership of the Amazon rainforest is highly 

important. Bolsonaro’s frequent emphasis on ’our Amazon’ and how it is an ’internal 

issue’ seems to indicate an importance of nation, looking at table 5. Words, concepts and 

utterances explicitly stated or referring to “our” indicate that the President attempts to 

protect the national interest. This indicates the achievement of national goals. Moreover, 

he seems to indicate that countries that try to get involved in the matter are interfering in 

Brazil’s affairs. For him, the issue of the fires in the rainforest should exclusively be 

handled by the countries in the Amazon region. Looking again at table 5, terms which 

suggest interference in others’ affairs indicate the achievement of national goals.  

More specifically, it seems as one of the motives to why Bolsonaro has acted in this 

manner may be that he seeks to protect Brazil and ensure the country’s rights over the 

Amazon. According to the theoretical framework used in this thesis, this indicates that 

Bolsonaro seeks to achieve national goals. Thus, political leaders’ motives to action may 

be explained and understood by them seeking to protect their nation’s interests and to 

ensure non-interference from other countries in (what they consider to be) internal 

matters. 

In late August, the G7 countries (France, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom, the United 

States, Germany and Canada) (Webster 2019), offered a $22 million aid package to help 

combat the fires. Bolsonaro told reporters that he intended to dismiss the offer (Mindock 

2019). He said that  

” […] it’s aid that comes with other interests […] this would disrespect Brazilians. It would 

subjugate our Brazilian-ness” (Alper and Spring 2019). 
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Bolsonaro’s use of words such as ’Brazilian-ness’ implies that for him, the Brazilian 

people share a national identity. This identity seems to be highly important for Bolsonaro. 

Accepting payment from the G-7 group would, according to Bolsonaro, subdue some 

form of Brazilian identity. 

In his speech at the UN, he said that  

” […] the sensationalist attacks we have suffered from a large portion of the international media 

due to the fires in the Amazon have awaken our patriotic feeling” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs 2019). 

As with ’Brazilian-ness’, Bolsonaro’s use of the words ’our patriotic feeling’ indicates 

that for him, the Brazilian people share an identity that is related with the nation. McIntyre 

(1995) defines patriotism as loyalty to a particular nation. When Brazil suffers from 

‘sensationalist attacks’ from the international media, as Bolsonaro puts it, the Brazilian 

people get together. Looking at table 5, phrases suggesting importance of national identity 

such as ‘patriotism’ implies an attempt to protect the national interest. It may be 

interpreted that Bolsonaro seeks to show loyalty to Brazil and the Brazilian people, as a 

means for protecting the national interest. Efforts made to protect the national interest 

indicates the achievement of national goals, as illustrated in table 5. 

For Bolsonaro, the national identity of the Brazilian people is of major importance and 

may be a motive for him in the matter of the Amazon fires. In other words, perhaps he 

acts in certain ways as a result of him being motivated by a strengthened national identity 

or at least protecting what he considers to be a national identity among the Brazilian 

people. When other countries try to interfere and involve themselves in the matter of the 

fires, the national identity of the Brazilian people is threatened. Looking at the theoretical 

framework presented earlier, this indicates that Bolsonaro seeks to achieve national rather 

than international or personal goals. Political leaders’ motives to action may accordingly 

be understood by them seeking to uphold and defend a national identity, thus an 

achievement of national goals. 
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In late August, Macron encouraged the G7 members to tackle the issue of the rainforest 

fires (Twitter 2019). Bolsonaro said in a Facebook Live broadcast that  

”These countries that send money here […] they send it with the aim of interfering with our 

sovereignty” (Chaplain 2019). 

When the G7 countries offered Brazil $22 million to deal with the fires, Bolsonaro 

claimed that the offer was a disrespectful attempt to ” […] buy […] ” Brazil’s sovereignty 

(Al Jazeera 2019). He further said that Brazil’s sovereignty has 

” […] no price, not even $20 trillion” (Al Jazeera 2019). 

He told reporters that 

” […] the information I had is that our sovereignty is up for grabs in the Amazon […] so, before 

talking or accepting anything that comes out of France’s best possible intentions, we will have 

to take those words out and then we can talk” (Mindock 2019).  

Together with Chilean President Pinera, Bolsonaro gave a statement in which they 

declared that environmental issues must be met while respecting ” […] national 

sovereignty” (DW 2019). They further stated that every country should control over the  

” […] rational and sustainable use of their natural resources, in line with their environmental 

obligations and needs of their citizens […] ” (DW 2019). 

In his speech at the UN, Bolsonaro said that  

”They1 questioned that which is most sacred to us: our sovereignty!” (Brazilian Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs 2019). 

He further claimed that 

”One of them […] dared to suggest applying sanctions to Brazil without even hearing us. I 

thank those who did not allow this absurd proposal to be taken forward. Especially President 

Donald Trump, who synthesized very well the spirit that must prevail among UN countries: 

                                                      

1 They being other countries. 
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respect to the freedom and sovereignty of each of us” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

2019). 

Moreover, Bolsonaro also said that  

” […] any initiative for assistance or support to the preservation of the Amazon Rainforest […] 

must be conducted in full respect to Brazilian sovereignty” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs 2019). 

It seems quite clear that for Bolsonaro, Brazil’s sovereignty is highly important. For him, 

other countries’ involvement in the Amazon fires is an intrusion on the sovereignty of the 

Amazonian countries. Whether other countries offer to give money to Brazil to combat 

the fires or if they in some other manner engage in the matter is an interference on the 

principle of sovereignty. For Bolsonaro, other countries’ efforts to help Brazil to handle 

the fires by giving aid is to be seen as an attempt to buy Brazil’s sovereignty. If other 

countries somehow engage in the matter, they must act while still respecting the 

sovereignty of Brazil. Again, Bolsonaro shows tendencies in accordance with national 

interests. Words, concepts and utterances explicitly stated or referring to sovereignty, as 

well as terms which suggest interference in others’ affairs, indicate that the political leader 

tries to protect the national interest and the sovereignty of the country that he governs. 

Thus, he seeks the achievement of national goals. 

Bolsonaro’s and Pinera’s statement on the importance of how every country should 

decide on how to use natural resources further indicates importance on each country’s 

sovereignty. Even though they claim that environmental issues should be handled, the 

principle of sovereignty is still superior. Bolsonaro even refers to sovereignty as ’sacred’ 

which indeed points to his stand in the matter.  

Looking at the theoretical framework on which this study is based on, this clearly 

indicates that Bolsonaro seeks to protect Brazil’s national interest. For him, the issue of 

the Amazon fires could be a way to maintain the country’s rights over the area and to 

reaffirm the principle of sovereignty. The sovereignty of the country which he governs 

seems to be profoundly important for Bolsonaro. This may motivate him to act in certain 
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ways. This seems to indicate that one motive for political leaders may be that they seek 

to protect the sovereignty of their country, as a means to protect their national interests.  

In his speech at the United Nations General Assembly in September, Bolsonaro said that  

”It is a fallacy to say that the Amazon is the heritage of humanity and a misconception […] to 

say our forest is the lungs of the world. Availing themselves of such fallacies, one or another 

country, instead of assisting, fell in with the press’s lies and behaved disrespectfully, with a 

colonialist spirit” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2019). 

Bolsonaro’s criticism of the colonialist mindset of other countries’ leaders is apparent in 

a tweet that he made on August 23, in which he stated that  

”The Brazilian government remains open to dialogue […] The French President’s suggestion 

that Amazonian issues be discussed at the G7 without the participation of the countries of the 

region evokes a misplaced colonialist mindset in the 21st century” (Twitter 2019, translated). 

On August 26 (Aguilera 2019), he tweeted that  

”We cannot accept that a President, Macron, issues inappropriate and gratuitous attacks against 

the Amazon. Nor that he disguises his intentions behind an ’alliance’ of the G-7 countries to 

’save’ the Amazon, as if it were a colony or no man’s land” (Lopes and McCoy 2019). 

Later in his speech at the UN, Bolsonaro turned to the very organization of the United 

Nations which he claimed to have  

” […] a fundamental role in overcoming colonialism […] “ (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs 2019). 

Therefore, it 

“ […] cannot accept that this mentality return to these rooms and halls under any pretext” 

(Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2019). 

Bolsonaro seems to be quite provoked by other leaders’ ’colonialist mindset’, especially 

that of the French President and how Brazil is treated as a ’colony or no man’s land’. 

According to Horvath (1972), there is a general agreement that colonialism refers to ” 

[…] a form of domination – the control by individuals or groups over the territory and/or 
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behavior of other individuals or groups” (Hovath 1972: 46). It may be that Bolsonaro 

considers the attempt of other countries to engage in the matter of the Amazon fires as an 

attempt to control Brazil and its regional neighbors. This seems to be something he wants 

to prevent from happening.  

Words, concepts and utterances either explicitly stated or referring to colonialism implies 

an attempt to protect the nation’s interest. This may once again mean that Bolsonaro seeks 

to achieve national goals and this is what motivates him in how he acts in the matter of 

the Amazon fires. The emphasis on how other leaders have a ’colonialist mindset’ may 

be interpreted as that he sees it as a possible threat to Brazil’s sovereignty and 

independence, as it is defined as a form of domination by groups or individuals over the 

territory of other groups and individuals. It may be that for Bolsonaro, the involvement 

of other countries may lead to a situation in which Brazil is controlled by external 

individuals or groups. Moreover, Bolsonaro once again uses the word ’our’ when talking 

about the Amazon which again points to an achievement of national goals. Therefore, 

another motive for political leaders may be perceived by them seeking to protect their 

nations from being controlled by foreign actors. Thus, they seek to achieve national goals.  

Data from Brazil’s National Institute for Space Research (INPE) was released earlier this 

year. This revealed a higher number of fires in the Amazon in 2019 compared to earlier 

years (Nature 2019). More specifically, the data showed an 84 % increase over the same 

period last year (Watts 2019a, Economic and Political Weekly 2019: 8). Bolsonaro called 

this data ” […] a lie […] ” and fired the director of INPE (Escobar 2019a). During a press 

conference, Bolsonaro said that 

”The numbers […] were mauled for the purpose […] to strike at the name of the government 

and Brazil” (Escobar 2019b). 

He further said that the data were exaggerated to damage Brazil’s image (Sullivan 2019). 

Moreover, Bolsonaro has accused environmental NGOs of starting fires in the Amazon 

rainforest (Watts 2019a) as a means to weaken his government (McGuinness 2019).  
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At a congress on steel industry in Brasilia, he said that  

”On the question of burning in the Amazon, which in my opinion may have been initiated by 

NGOs because they lost money, what is the intention? To bring problems to Brazil” (Watts 

2019a). 

However, he provided no evidence for this claim. He said that it was just his feeling, even 

though there were no written records (Watts 2019a). 

Bolsonaro seems quite concerned over how the issue of the fires in the Amazon rainforest 

affects Brazil’s image and status in the world, as well as the attitude towards the 

government. The data that were released from INPE clearly showed an upturn in the 

number of fires in the rainforest. This is a fact that probably does not strengthen Brazil’s 

status in the international arena. In addition, it is possible that this may also undermine 

Bolsonaro’s status as a political leader. He seems concerned of how the numbers may 

affect the name of the government, and perhaps his own reputation. The data make it quite 

clear that the number of fires in the Amazon has increased, perhaps as a result of 

Bolsonaro’s presidency even though he blames NGOs for starting them.  

Looking at table 5, phrases suggesting importance of national honor through words such 

as status and image indicate the pursuit to protect the national interest and accordingly 

the achievement of national goals. Even though he did not mention anything about status, 

Bolsonaro’s concern of how the fires affect Brazil in terms of image may be interpreted 

as a concern for how Brazil’s national honor may be affected by the fires. Thus, it seems 

reasonable to assume that Bolsonaro yet again is motivated by protecting the nation’s 

interests as phrases suggesting importance of national honor indicate the achievement of 

national goals. Political leaders’ motives to action may be explained by them seeking to 

protect some national honor. 

In addition, it may be that an undermining of Brazil’s image and status in the world is a 

possible undermining of Bolsonaro’s reputation as President and that it may weaken his 

prestige. It does not seem unlikely that for Bolsonaro, it may be more important to be 

recognized as a significant political leader than gaining trust or legitimacy. He seems to 
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be quite concerned of how the rainforest fires may affect his role as president. The fact 

that he blames NGOs for the fires may be argued to support this argument, since he does 

not want any blame to be put on him as this may damage his position. Instead, he seems 

to blame others around him. This may be used as an indicator for an achievement of 

personal goals or creating, or rather trying to maintain, one’s own prestige. However, no 

words, concepts or utterances included in table 5 concerning the objective of gaining 

prestige have been found in the material so this is just a matter of interpretation. Still, 

when looking at how he has previously acted and what he has said in the matter, it does 

not seem unlikely that Bolsonaro is more concerned with his reputation as a political 

leader rather than trust or legitimacy. 

However, although Bolsonaro seems to be most concerned of how the fires in the Amazon 

affect Brazil as a nation, implying that he seeks to achieve national goals, he also indicates 

importance of the environment for the whole world. In his speech at the UN in September, 

he began by saying that 

” […] my government has a solemn commitment to the preservation of the environment and of 

sustainable development in benefit of Brazil and the world” (Brazilian Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs 2019). 

Here, it seems as Bolsonaro actually recognizes that the environment is of considerable 

importance not only for Brazil but for the whole world. He says that the Brazilian 

government is committed to protect the environment for the sake of the world, not only 

for the sake of his nation. Based on the theoretical framework used in this thesis, words 

such as ”world” suggests an interest in doing what is best in order to protect the 

international community. It therefore seems as political leaders with similar tendencies 

as Bolsonaro may seek to achieve international goals to some extent, even though perhaps 

mostly motivated by national goals. 

The hypothesis made in this paper is that while political leaders may try to act rationally 

in terms of which goals that they seek to achieve and which objectives that they try to 

pursue, they are at the same time influenced by their educational background and 
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leadership style. Whether and how these factors may have influenced Bolsonaro’s 

behavior and decision making is discussed in the following section. 

Bolsonaro graduated from the Military Academy of Aghulas Negras (AMAN) in 1977. 

AMAN is located in Resende, Rio de Janeiro in Brazil (Federal Government of Brazil 

2019). It is a center for military training in engineering, cavalry, artillery, communications 

and infantry (italtel 2019). Following Spark’s argument, individuals with a military 

background are more likely than others to align with conservative values (Sparks 2015).  

Looking at table 6, phrases suggesting importance of the value of the nation, a 

strengthened national identity, common cultures and strong states indicate conservative 

beliefs. All of these factors seem to be emphasized by Bolsonaro, according to the 

analysis presented above. He emphasizes the sovereignty of the nation, a common 

national identity among the Brazilian people and how Brazil and other Amazonian nations 

should handle the fires. It does not seem unlikely, therefore, that Bolsonaro’s educational 

background in the military at AMAN in which conservative values and beliefs are 

emphasized may have influenced his motives to action in the matter of the Amazon fires. 

It may be that if he had another educational background, he would have acted differently 

as a result of other beliefs and values being highlighted and considered to be important. 

As assumed in this thesis, then, political leaders’ motives to action may be influenced by 

various psychological factors. Their educational background seems to affect which 

ideological beliefs that they find important, which in turn influence their motives. 

Whether and how Bolsonaro’s style as a political leader has influenced his motives to 

action seems to be less obvious. In this thesis, a distinction is made between 

uncompromising and malleable leaders. According to table 6, an uncompromising leader 

is forceful, resolute, stubborn and self-confident while a malleable leader is sympathetic, 

reasonable and open to ideas.  

Bolsonaro has been quite firm and persistent in how he wants the fires to be handled. He 

does not want any help from other countries than the ones in the Amazon region as he 

considers it to be an internal matter for them. He does not seem to take other leaders’ 
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opinions into account to a high extent and claims that Macron has hidden intentions in 

the matter. It seems as for Bolsonaro, it is important that the Amazon fires are handled in 

a way that he sees fit.   

When analyzing Bolsonaro’s actions in the Amazon rainforest by looking at table 6, it 

seems as he is more of an uncompromising leader than a malleable one. He has come 

forward as quite forceful and unfriendly, and disrespectful at times by for example 

blaming NGOs for the fires without providing any evidence. In other words, Bolsonaro 

appears to be more of an assertive leader than a responsive one. However, it seems not as 

clear as to how his style has influenced Bolsonaro’s motives in the Amazon fires. Perhaps 

if he would have been more of a malleable leader, he would have handled the issue in a 

more harmonious and calm way and perhaps he would have been more receptive to other 

ideas on how to handle the fires. This concerns his behavior, however, rather than motives 

to action. It is difficult to see how his stubborn and forceful leadership style may have 

influenced his motives in the matter. Thus, it seems as political leaders’ behavior is 

influenced by their style but it does not seem very clear of whether and how this may 

influence their motives to action. 

5.2 Emmanuel Macron 
 

In August, Macron called for the Amazon fires to be put on the agenda at the G7 summit 

later that month (Phillips 2019, Rahim 2019) and insisted that it should be treated as a 

priority (Watts 2019b). On August 22, Macron tweeted that 

“Our house is burning. Literally. The Amazon rain forest – the lungs which produces 20 % of 

our planet’s oxygen – is on fire. It is an international crisis. Members of the G7 Summit, let’s 

discuss this emergency first order in two days!” (Twitter 2019, translated). 

By the time of the summit, Macron told reporters that the G7 countries all agreed that 

they should ” […] help those countries hit by these fires” (Balmer 2019).  
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When asked about the G7 summit, he said that  

”There are several sensitivities which were raised around the table because all of that also 

depends on the Amazon countries” (Balmer 2019). 

He continued to state that  

”While respecting sovereignty, we must have a goal of reforestation and we must help each 

country to develop economically” (Balmer 2019). 

In late August, Macron attended national television and repeated that Amazon is a global 

issue. He said that 

”We respect your sovereignty. It’s your country. But the trees in the Amazon are ’the lungs of 

the planet’” (Watts 2019b). 

He further intensified his criticism towards Bolsonaro and stated that  

”The Amazon forest is a subject for the whole planet. We can help you reforest. We can find the 

means for your economic development that respects the natural balance. But we cannot allow 

you to destroy everything” (Watts 2019b). 

In late September, Macron attended an all-day summit on the topic of the Amazon held 

by UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres. Bolsonaro did not show up at the event. 

Macron said that  

”The elephant in the room is that Brazil is not here. We are willing to work with Brazil. Our 

goal is to work with everyone, with respect for everyone” (Viscusi 2019). 

In late August, Macron accused Bolsonaro for lying about his climate commitments at 

the G20 summit in Japan earlier this year. In a presidential statement, Macron claimed 

that  

”The decisions and statements from Brazil these recent weeks show clearly that President 

Bolsonaro has decided to not respect his commitments on the climate, nor to involve himself on 

the issue of biodiversity” (Samuel 2019). 
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Moreover, Macron has gone through the European Union (EU) in an attempt to influence 

Bolsonaro’s handling of the Amazon fires. Together with Ireland, France (with Macron 

in the lead) has threatened to refuse to sign a trade deal with South American countries 

that include Brazil, Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay unless Brazil takes firm action to 

stop the Amazon from burning (Samuel 2019, BBC 2019). The EU-Mercosur trade deal 

has been called the EU’s biggest deal to date. However, Bolsonaro tweeted a few days 

later that Mercosur had reached a trade deal with the European Free Trade Association 

(EFTA) (BBC 2019).  

In the beginning of December, it was announced that France together with a group of nine 

Brazilian states that comprise Brazil’s Amazon region intend to reveal a partnership that 

aims to protect the Amazon rainforest, thus bypassing Bolsonaro (Spring and Demony 

2019). 

Macron clearly considers the Amazon fires to be an issue for the world, not only for Brazil 

and other countries in the Amazon region. For him, the matter of the Amazon fires is ’an 

international crisis’ because of its major importance for the world. It is a global issue and 

an emergency that needs to be handled immediately. Macron’s emphasis on ’our planet’ 

clearly implies that he considers the world to be the most important aspect to consider 

and protect when discussing how to handle the fires. Looking at table 5, words, concepts 

and utterances either explicitly stated or referring to planet indicates an attempt to protect 

the international community. This indicates the achievement of international goals.  

Moreover, Macron uses the G7 summit as an opportunity to discuss the fires and seems 

to consider help from other countries to be essential in order to handle the fires. He has 

also gone through the EU as a means to reach influence in the matter. In other words, he 

seems to emphasize international cooperation as a means to tackle the fires. Looking at 

table 5, phrases suggesting importance of international cooperation indicates the 

achievement of international goals. Macron seems to take a clear stand of viewing the 

Amazon fires as something that need to be handled together. Thus, it seems quite clear 

that Macron seeks to act on the basis of what is best for the international community and 
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the world at large. Political leaders’ motives to action may therefore be explained by them 

trying to protect the international community, thus seeking to achieve international goals.  

Still, Macron emphasizes the need to take the sovereignty of Brazil and other Amazonian 

countries into consideration and to respect this principle when discussing and deciding 

how to deal with the fires. He recognizes how the handling of the fires also depends on 

the countries in the Amazon region and that these countries need to be respected. 

However, he is quite clear in his opinion of how the sovereignty of these countries cannot 

be respected at the cost of the Amazon rainforest being destroyed.  

Macron has further said that Europe is ” […] partly complicit” (Watts 2019b) for the 

agricultural pressure that is put on the Amazon, by importing soya from Brazil (Watts 

2019b). 

Macron has proposed that the Amazon rainforest should be protected in international law  

” […] if a sovereign state took concrete actions that clearly went against the interest of the 

planet” (Lambert 2019). 

The fact that Macron wants the Amazon to be protected in international law seems to 

further indicate how he conceives the rainforest to be of major importance for the 

international community. He once again uses the word ’planet’ when discussing the fires, 

implying that he seeks to achieve international goals. 

However, Macron has also said that France has a direct interest in the future of the 

Amazon. French Guyana shares a border of 730 kilometer with Brazil and is one of 

France’s overseas departments. He has stated that France is  

” […] a member of the Amazon nations” (Viscusi 2019). 

Even though Macron emphasizes the Amazon’s international importance and the need for 

a unified response while still respecting the sovereignty of the Amazonian countries, he 

seems to indicate that France has a national interest in the rainforest. Thus, it is not 

unlikely that he at times may act according to what is best for France regarding the 

Amazon fires.  
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The question of which objectives that may have influenced Macron’s motives to action is 

not very clear. As with the case of Bolsonaro, no words, utterances or concepts included 

in the framework in table 5 on the objectives of prestige, trust and legitimacy have been 

found. However, it does not seem unlikely that Macron seeks to pursue legitimacy or trust 

rather than prestige when dealing with the Amazon rainforest fires. By emphasizing how 

the Amazon fires is a concern for the whole world and that it needs to be handled for the 

sake of the international community, it may be that he seeks to gain legitimacy and trust 

among the people by being a leader to count on rather than using the fires to gain a better 

reputation and to be recognized as an important political leader. However, this is just a 

matter of interpretation based on his other actions in the matter and how these may be 

explained. 

Whether and how Macron’s motives to action in the fires are influenced by his 

educational background and style, as assumed in this thesis, is analyzed below. 

Macron began his educational path by studying philosophy at Paris Nanterre University. 

He then completed a master’s degree in public policy at Sciences Po and later graduated 

from the École Nationale d’Administrartion (ENA) in 2004 (Ray 2019, Èlysée). 

Following Norrlof (2019), the higher education an individual has, the more liberal values 

and practices he possesses. Macron is clearly highly educated which may have influenced 

him to carry out liberal policies and hold liberal values, studied below. 

The liberal school of thought emphasizes the role of institutions and international 

cooperation (Heywood 2017, Doyle 2016). Phrases suggesting importance of 

international institutions as well as international cooperation indicate that the political 

leader is influenced by a liberal educational background, according to table 6. The fact 

that Macron has used the EU and the G7 countries as a means to somehow control the 

issue of the fires in the Amazon rainforest may be at least partly explained by his many 

years in different educational contexts, which may have led him to practice liberal policies 

and to embrace liberal values. It does not seem unlikely that his educational background 

has led him, or at least inspired him, to practice liberal policies.  
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In a similar manner, liberalism considers international law to be of significant importance 

in world politics (Heywood 2017, Doyle 2016). As stated in table 6, words, concepts and 

utterances either explicitly stated or referring to international law indicate that the 

political leader’s educational background may have had an influence on how he has acted. 

Macron’s claim that the Amazon should be protected in international law in cases when 

a sovereign state acts in ways that is not in favor of the whole planet may be at least 

partially explained by him embracing liberal values as a result of his educational 

background, as he is highly educated which may have inspired him to hold liberal beliefs.  

The question of whether and how Macron’s style as a political leader may have influenced 

his actions in the rainforest fires is, as was the case with Bolsonaro, not very clear. The 

distinction between uncompromising and malleable leaders suggest that uncompromising 

leaders are stubborn, resolute and forceful while malleable leaders are open to ideas, 

reasonable and sympathetic.  

Macron appears to be quite sympathetic and reasonable when it comes to how he thinks 

that the Amazon fires should be handled. Throughout the many statements that Macron 

has given concerning the fires in the Amazon, he has continuously emphasized how the 

fires need to be handled with the consent of and respect to the Amazonian countries. He 

has stated that the sovereignty of the Amazonian countries need to be respected and that 

the countries involved should work together as a means to combat the fires, which suggest 

importance of understanding and respect. He seems reluctant to do anything that the 

Amazonian countries have not agreed to. Moreover, he does not put blame solely on 

Bolsonaro and leaders of other Amazonian countries but acknowledges that Europe has 

some responsibility.  

In contrast to Bolsonaro, Macron seems to be more of a malleable than an 

uncompromising leader. He seems to emphasize understanding and respect, and appears 

to be quite reasonable and sympathetic when discussing the fires. Compared to Bolsonaro, 

Macron seems to consider it to be important to handle the fires for the sake of the 

international community. What matters is that the fires are dealt with, not the way in 
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which they are dealt with. In other words, Macron seems to be a responsive rather than 

an assertive leader. 

However, his leadership style as a malleable leader does not seem to explain which 

motives that may lay behind his actions in the fires. As with the case of Bolsonaro, it 

rather seems as it may explain the way in which he has behaved in the matter. It may 

explain why he has not appeared to be quite as firm and harsh as Bolsonaro seems to be 

when discussing the Amazon fires. Perhaps if Macron would have been more of an 

uncompromising leader, he would have gone about in a more stubborn and persuasive 

way. However, this concerns his behavior rather than which motives he may have had in 

the matter. Thus, the hypothesis made in this study concerning how political leaders’ 

motives to action are influenced by their style does not seem to be supported. It is difficult 

to see how this may be the case, other than that political leaders’ behavior rather than 

motives may be influenced by their style. 

To summarize, the analysis showcases that there may be a lot of different motives which 

may lay behind political leaders’ action. The analysis is provided as a means to understand 

the wider phenomena of political leaders’ motives to action. 

For Bolsonaro, the thing that seems to motivate him the most to action is to protect 

Brazil’s national interests. He continuously emphasizes how the Amazon fires is an 

internal matter for Brazil and other Amazonian countries and how Brazil’s sovereignty 

must be taken into consideration when other countries try to engage in the matter. 

Moreover, Bolsonaro seems to be concerned with how the national identity of the 

Brazilian people may be affected by the fires. For him, the achievement of national goals 

seem to be the most important motive to action while influenced by his conservative 

educational background. It does not seem as his assertive leadership style has affected his 

motives, but rather his behavior. 

Macron, in contrast, seems to be motivated by protecting the international community. 

He frequently maintains that the Amazon rainforest fires is a global issue which needs to 

be handled immediately. The importance of the Amazon makes it a matter for everyone, 



 

52 

 

not solely for the Amazonian countries. Even though the principle of sovereignty needs 

to be respected, the rainforest fires need to be handled in an urgent manner. For him, 

cooperation with other countries as well as international institutions is vital. Macron 

seems to be motivated by the achievement of international goals while influenced by his 

liberal educational background. His responsive leadership style does not seem to have 

affected his motives, but his behavior.  
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6 Conclusion 

 

The argument in this thesis is that while political leaders may seek to act rationally in 

order to achieve certain goals and to pursue specific objectives, they are still influenced 

and constrained by various psychological factors. Many studies have been made on how 

political leaders’ educational background influence their policies and the values that they 

stand for, as well as how their style as political leaders influence political action. The 

assumption made in this thesis is that in order to explain and understand political leaders’ 

motives to why they act in a certain way, one needs to combine the rationality of these 

leaders together with their educational background and their style. 

The analysis made above on Bolsonaro and Macron show that political leaders with a 

conservative educational background are seemingly more likely of seeking to achieve 

national goals rather than international ones. In addition, these leaders seem likely to be 

uncompromising leaders. In comparison, political leaders with a liberal educational 

background seem more likely of seeking to achieve international goals rather than 

national ones. These leaders are additionally more likely to be malleable leaders. 

However, further studies on liberal and conservative leaders are needed to conclude this 

assumption. 

Although it may be argued, as rational choice theorists do, that the aim of political leaders 

is to maximize their self-interested utility, the meaning of this self-interested utility seems 

to vary. There seems to be a difference between utility-maximizing liberal leaders and 

utility-maximizing conservative leaders. In other words, what constitutes this self-

interested utility may depend on whether political leaders have a conservative or liberal 

educational background.  

The concern of whether and how political leaders’ style may influence their motives to 

action is, however, difficult to answer. Even though it seems as uncompromising leaders 

are more likely of seeking to achieve national goals and have a conservative educational 

background while malleable leaders are more likely of seeking to achieve international 
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goals and have a liberal educational background, it is not apparent whether and how their 

style affect their motives. Rather, it seems as their style affect their behavior in terms of 

how they carry out their roles as political leaders. Uncompromising leaders are assertive 

while malleable ones are responsive, which seems to influence their behavior. However, 

it is not possible to conclude whether their style influence their motives to action based 

on the analysis made in this study.                   

The matter of whether the selected leaders’ motives to action may be explained by them 

seeking to achieve personal goals cannot be answered through the analysis presented in 

this thesis. No words, concepts or utterances either explicitly stated or related to the 

achievement of personal goals were found in the material. However, it does not seem 

unlikely that leaders such as Bolsonaro rather than as Macron seek to achieve personal 

goals in various matters. According to the analysis presented above, it seems as leaders 

with a conservative background and an assertive leadership style is more concerned with 

their own as well as their country’s status rather than being concerned for the international 

community. This is however just a matter of interpretation and further studies are needed 

on the topic. 

In addition, the subject of whether and how political leaders’ motives to action may be 

explained by the objectives that they try to pursue cannot be answered through the 

analysis of this study. No words, concepts, utterances or phrases indicating any of the 

objectives included in table 5 were found in the material. However, it does not seem 

unlikely that leaders such as Bolsonaro are more concerned with his reputation and 

prestige as political leader while leaders such as Macron may be more concerned with 

gaining legitimacy or trust as political leader. This is, however, a matter of interpretation 

on the basis of their actions in the matter and what they seem to consider as most 

important.  

To summarize, it seems as the models used in this paper (illustrated in table 7 and table 

8) did not fully succeed to explain the phenomena of political leaders’ motives to action. 

The hypothesis of this study is that in order to explain and understand political leaders’ 

motives to why they act in a certain way, one needs to combine the rationality of these 
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leaders in terms of goals and objectives together with their educational background and 

their style. This is partly supported by the analysis made in this paper. On the one hand, 

the assumption that political leaders’ educational background influences their motives to 

action in terms of which goals that they seek to achieve seems to be supported. On the 

other hand, the assumption that their style affect their motives to action in terms of goals 

is not supported by the analysis, only that their style seems to influence their behavior. 

Whether and how political leaders’ educational background and style influence their 

objectives cannot be answered in this thesis as no words, concepts or phrases indicating 

certain objectives were found. This is illustrated below: 

Table 7. Rationality and educational background  

                                                              Goals                                         Objectives  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Liberal educational background                        International 

                                                                             Protect the international  

                                                                             community 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Conservative educational background              National 

                                                                             Protect the national interests 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Table 8. Rationality and style 

                                                                           Goals                                         Objectives  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Uncompromising  

—————————————————————————————————————————— 

Malleable 

—————————————————————————————————————————— 
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The theories of rational choice and political psychology were combined in this paper in 

an attempt to understand political leaders’ motives to action. It is reasonable to argue that 

an integrated approach to political leadership has better prospect to fully understand this 

phenomena, rather than using only one theory or two competing theories as explanation. 

Combining two theories makes it possible to explain political leadership to a greater 

extent and in a more exhaustive manner. However, it was not entirely successful this time 

as the hypothesis was not fully supported by the analysis. Therefore, even though it seems 

to be much important to combine these two theories to genuinely explain and understand 

political leaders’ motives to action, more research is needed on the subject.  

Hopefully, this study is going to at least help to improve the understanding of political 

leaders’ motives to action and to inspire for further studies. Moreover, as interpretation 

was an essential part of this study it may be that another researcher who interprets the 

Presidents’ statements in some other way would discover other motives to action and 

therefore reach a different result. This concerns the reliability of the study, discussed in 

chapter 4. In addition, another researcher may include other concepts and indicators in 

their theoretical framework which may affect the results of the study. This concerns the 

study’s face validity. 

There are other factors that may be vital to take into consideration in order to genuinely 

understand the phenomena of political leadership. For example, studies have been made 

on how political leaders’ personality influence decision making (King 2002; Aarts, Blais 

and Schmitt 2011). However, there seems to be a lack of studies on how the ability for 

political leaders to act rationally is influenced by their personalities. This may be a topic 

for future research, as a means to an even more thorough and comprehensive 

understanding to political leadership and political decision making.  

In addition, other Presidents and political leaders than the ones selected for this particular 

thesis may be studied as a means to more thoroughly understand political leadership. US 

President Trump is the leader of one of the most influential countries in the world (Stieb 

2019). He declines that climate change caused by humans exists and has been quite 

controversial in the way in which he has acted in the realm of environmental issues 
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(Arroyo 2018, Sakharov 2018). It would have been interesting to study Trump’s actions 

and the motives behind these in the case of the fires in the Amazon in addition to 

Bolsonaro and Macron, to further understand political leaders’ motives to action. The 

plan was from the beginning to study Trump as well in this thesis, but the scope of the 

paper did not allow it. Instead, that may be a topic for future research. Studies with more 

units of analysis has the ability to lead to an even higher generalizability, if there is an 

agreement of the results. In other words, the possibility of generalizing the results of the 

thesis to other populations and cases (Esaiasson et al. 2012: 89, 154, 158) may increase 

if other political leaders are studied in a similar manner. 
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