Causes of War: Territory

Issue Paradigm:

Pillars of an Issue Paradigm:
3.  Politics can be defined as the authoritative allocation of values through the resolution of issues.  Substantive issues lie at the heart of politics, providing not only an overall purpose of contention, but having a major impact on the way contention in which contention is conducted.  Politics then consists of the raising and resolving of public issues.

4.  The shape of political contention is a function of three general factors – the characteristics of the issues on the agenda, the patter of friendship – hostility among contending actors, and the nature of the institutional context in which allocation of decisions must be made.

 “We find that states who have a territorial dispute have a higher probability of going to war than would be expected by chance.” Vasquez 336

“In the modern global system, and long before then, it has been territorial issues, particularly issues involving territorial contiguity, that are the source of conflict most likely to end in war.” WP 124
Why Territory?
Two types: 

Irredentialism: 

“Taken as a whole, these three sets of findings mean, all other factors being equal, that states that resort to some form of force to settle territorial questions are more apt to go to war than other states.” (337)

“While territorial disputes increase the probability of war breaking out, they do not make war inevitable; the mere presence of a militarized dispute over territory is not a sufficient to make any given territorial dispute escalate to war.  The overwhelming majority of individual territorial disputes do not escalate to war.”

Chart: Territory and War

Holsti, wars 1648-1989 
1648-1714 = 77 percent

1715-1814 = 72
1815-1914 = 58 

1918-1941 = 73
1945-1989 = 47
(Other issues: integrity of state/empire, succession, state survival, balance of power)

“They can be regarded as an underlying cause of in two senses.  First, they are underlying in the sense that instead of leading immediately or inevitably to war, they usually produce a sequence of events that results in war.  Because they are intractable, they tend to give rise in the modern global system to the foreign policy practices of power politics, which can lead to a series of steps that end in war…Second, this means that a dispute over territorial contiguity is of causal significant in that its presence makes war possible and its absence makes war highly unlikely.” WP 124

Territoriality (War Puzzle)
Contiguity: 
Proximity: 
“simply because it is difficult to fight wars if the two sides cannot reach each other.”

 “While this explanation has a certain plausibility to it, it main theoretical flaw is that it fails to explain why greater interaction leads some dyads in a more cooperative direction and others in a more conflictive direction.” Vasquez 280

Loss-of-strength gradient: 
Territoriality: 
Threat to vital issues

“Gochman and Leng (1983) find that disputes that involve a physical threat to vital issues, which they define as involving questions of political independence or control of one’s own or contiguous territory, are more likely to escalate to war than disputes over other issues.” WP 128

Economic value:

“Few interstate wars are fought for commercial gain unless they are connected with territory, and wars have been fought over territory that for all practical purposes is devoid of value.” WP 143

“From the perspective of territoriality, interstate wars arise from attempts by human collectivities to demark territorial units, which form the basis for economic survival and well being.” WP 145

Territorial Issues

Paul Huth

Why Are Territorial Disputes Between States a Central Cause of International Conflict?

Territorial claims versus disputes
What is a territorial dispute?

 “A territorial dispute exists when two governments disagree over where their homeland or colonial borders should be fixed, or one country contests the right of another to exercise any sovereign rights over some or all of its homeland or colonial territory.” Huth 86

Paths

Empirical Findings on the Relationship between Territorial Disputes and War

Why are they conflict prone (Huth’s reasons)
1. The high utility placed on controlling disputed territory

2. The greater capacity of foreign policy leaders to mobilize domestic support behind territorial claims.

3. The appropriateness of military force as an instrument for achieve territorial goals

4. The propensity for leaders in authoritarian states to dispute territory.

Question is whether or not certain types of territorial claims are more apt to become militarized:
Territorial Disputes and the Onset of War

“Of the ninety-seven wars that had an explicit claim in the dispute that escalated to war, fifty-three are associated with territorial disputes in the MID data, even though territorial disputes constitute only 28.6 percent of the 2,034 disputes that occur during 1816-1992.”  Vasquez 338

Paul Hensel

Territory: Theory and Evidence on Geography and Conflict
Geography as the context or source of conflict

“facilitating condition for conflict”

Salience: 

tangible contents or attributes

intangible or psychological value
effects on a state’s reputation 
Table: Territorial Issues and Militarized Conflict

Territorial disputes are three times more likely than any other issue to escalate to war
Militarized response: reciprocation

Table: Territorial Issues and Dispute Fatalities during Territorial Claims

States more willing to accept fatalities

More likely to produce fatalities

Table: Attempts to Settle Western Hemisphere Territorial Claims, 1816-1992

Territorial Disputes and the Probability of War, 1816-1992

Vasquez and Henehan

Hypotheses:

1. Territorial disputes increase the probability of war (one type of dispute with base probability)
2. Territorial disputes are more apt to escalate to war than disputes over other types of issues. (probability when compared to other categories)
3. Territorial disputes will account for more wars than disputes over other issues. (policy relevance, pure #)
Table: Probability of Territorial Disputes Going to War

Table: Logit Analysis with Territorial Disputes as Reference Group

Table: Controlling for Time

Key

ICB:  

Five Statistical Facts About Territory

1. Dyads that fight over territory have a higher probability of going to war than any other dyad.

2. Although presence of territorial dispute increases the probability of war, it is far from a sufficient condition of war.  Most individual disputes do not go to war.

3. Territory rather than contiguity seems to be the more important underlying factor associated with war.

4. Territorial disputes that go to war may share certain characteristics (ethnic territory), but we still do not know what those conditions are.

5. Territorial disputes have a high probability of going to war because they recur and fester.

Power and Territory:

 “This suggests that the very idea of power politics and its practices are derived from an inability to settle territorial questions.  Power politics is not the key fact of existence, as the realist paradigm would have us believe, but may simply be an epiphenomenon of territoriality.” WP 147

Ways out of territorial conflict:

Questions Left:
