	INTERSTATE DISPUTE INITIATION, 1816-1976

	by MAOZ, ZEEV, Ph.D., University of Michigan, 1981, 400 pages; AAT 8204707


[image: image1.wmf]

305



 HTMLCONTROL Forms.HTML:Hidden.1 [image: image2.wmf]



 HTMLCONTROL Forms.HTML:Hidden.1 [image: image3.wmf]

PQ



 HTMLCONTROL Forms.HTML:Hidden.1 [image: image4.wmf]

REVERSE_CHRO



 HTMLCONTROL Forms.HTML:Hidden.1 [image: image5.wmf]

1183897951


	School: 
	University of Michigan

	School Location: 
	United States -- Michigan

	Source: 
	DAI-A 42/09, p. 4138, Mar 1982

	Source type:
	Dissertation

	Subjects:
	[image: image6.png]


[image: image7.png]


[image: image8.png]


International law,  International relations

	Publication Number:
	AAT 8204707

	Document URL:
	http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?did=749312911&sid=39&Fmt=2&clientId=13225&RQT=309&VName=PQD[image: image9.png]




	ProQuest document ID:
	749312911


[image: image10.png]





	Abstract (Document Summary)

	This dissertation is an attempt to explore some of the dynamics of interstate dispute initiation. It is concerned with two research questions: (a) under what conditions would states be inclined to initiate interstate disputes, and (b) what are the determinants of victory or defeat in disputes.

A serious interstate dispute (SID) is defined as a set of interactions among states involving the explicit and overt threat, display, or use of force in short temporal intervals. Chapter I compares this concept to related terms such as international conflict, crisis, and war. Chapter II contains an empirical description of the 827 SIDs that have occurred between 1816-1976, and highlights some of their major properties, such as their distribution over time, regions, and type of participants.

Chapter III identifies three explanations of dispute initiation and dispute outcomes. The frustration model views initiation as a function of national frustration, self-generated and system-generated opportunities. The threat model views initiation as a function of threat perception arising when a nation starts lagging behind the system in terms of its military capabilities. The power transition model views initiation as a by-product of national growth processes that are not matched by improvement in a nation's position in the system. With regard to dispute outcomes, the frustration model argues that initiators are more motivated to bring the dispute to a favorable conclusion, and hence more likely to win, regardless of their capabilities. The other models argue that the strongest party is likely to prevail.

The analysis of these explanations in Chapter IV and V suggests that the threat model is clearly unsupported; the power transition model is partially supported with regard to dispute initiation but unsupported with regard to dispute outcomes; the frustration model is reasonably supported both with regard to initiation and with regard to dispute outcomes.

The general theme of this dissertation is that in order to better understand the dynamics of initiation we must go beyond power politics approaches and focus on national motivations and their effects on the calculus of initiation and the calculus of dispute management.
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