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Intr oduction to the ICOW Project

General Purpose of Poject

The IssueCorrelatesof War (ICOW) projectis a researchprojectthat is attemptingto
collect systematicdataon contentiousissuesin world politics. Pastattemptsto collectissue-
relateddata have generallybeenlimited to the issuesinvolved in certaintypesof settlement
attempts suchas dataon militarized conflict in the COW militarized disputedata(Joneset al.
1996),the ICB crisis data(Brecherand Wilkenfeld 1997), Holsti's (1991) war data,or dataon
mediationsandarbitrations(Raymond1994,1996). The generalpurposeof the ICOW projectis
to collect dataon every single instanceof specific issuetypes, regardlessof any settlement
attemptsthat may or may not have beenattemptedalong with dataon issuesalienceand on
attempts to settle the issue in question.

ICOW datasetswill be usefulfor avarietyof purposes.To beginwith, becauseachdata
setwill includeeveryinstanceof eachissuetype beingstudied,scholarscanuseany of our data
setsto study the managemenof a specific type of issue. For example,the growing body of
academiaesearcton territory will be ableto usethe ICOW territorial claimsdatasetto study
the managemenbf territorial claims in a single region or acrossthe world. Evenif issue
managemens not the goal of a researctproject,ICOW datasetsmay be usedascaseselection
mechanismsfo study the impact of additional factors -- perhapsdemocracy arms races,or
alliances-- on militarized conflict betweenadversariesvho presumablyhavea reasonto fight
eachother (a varianton the notion of "politically relevantdyads"). Perhapamostimportantly
overthelong term,though,the differentiICOW datasetswill all be collectedandorganizedin a
comparabldashion;eachspecificlCOW issuewill includeeveryinstanceof theissue measures
of the salienceof eachcase,andeveryknown attemptto settletheissue. This will for the first
time allow systematicstudy of the impact and managemenbf contentiousissuesin world
politics, with multiple issue types being included in a single study

J. David Singerof the University of Michigan waskind enoughto allow the useof the
name"Correlatesof War" in the ICOW project'sname.It shouldbe notedthat Singerand his
colleaguesthe COW projector the University of Michigan,andthe COW? projector PennState
University bearno responsibilityfor any decisionsor errorsthat might be madeby the ICOW
project; such responsibility lies entirely with Paul Hensel and his co-authorsand research
assistants associated with the IC@wgject.

Brief History of Project

The ICOW projectis directedby PaulR. Henselof the Political Sciencedepartmentt
Florida StateUniversity, who first createdhe projectandis responsibldor the ICOW territorial
andriver claimsdatasets.SaraMcLaughlin Mitchell is the project'sassistantlirectoranddirects
the ICOW maritime claims data set. Researchassistantsvho have worked on the project are
listed on the ICOW web site. Fundingfor the ICOW project hasbeenprovidedby the FSU
Political Sciencedepartmen(for the territorial, river, and maritime claims datasets),the FSU
Committeeon Faculty ResearctSupport(COFRS,with a small summergrantfor preliminary
researctonriver claims),andthe NationalScience~oundation(for theriver andmaritimeclaims
data sets).



The projectwas conceivedin the mid-late 1990s,and officially beganin the spring of
1997 with a paperat the InternationalStudiesAssociationconference. The initial focusof the
projectwason territorial claims,in line with PaulHensel'sesearclon territory andwith mostof
the existing researchon contentiousissues. The territorial claims dataset hasbeencollected
sincethen,generallywith researchassistant$undedby the FSU Political Sciencedepartments
well asa numberof researchassistantsundedby severalNational ScienceFoundation(NSF)
grants. The river and maritime claims data setsbeganin January2001, and have both been
fundedby a combinationof departmentahssistancéboth to PaulHenseland Florida Stateand
to Sara Mitchell at lowa) and NSF grants.

Data Structure

EachlCOW dataset-- territorial, river, or maritimeclaims,aswell asanyfuture datasets
to be collectedby the project-- actuallyincludesthreeseparatalatafiles: a dyadicclaim-level
datafile (xxCLAIM), adyad-yeailevel datafile (xxDYADYR), andanattemptedsettlementiata
file (xxSETTLE). The"xx" at the beginningof the file namerefersto the specificICOW data
setto which the file belongs;for territorial claimsthis codeis "TC," for river claimsit is "RC,"
and for maritime claims it is "MC."

A. Dyadic Claim-Level Data (xxCLAIM)

This datafile primarily includesdescriptiveinformationon eachclaim. Thisincludesthe
nameof the claim, the identification of statesin eachdyad as challengerand target, the dates
betweenwhich each dyad was actively involved in an explicit claim, and the manner of
resolutionfor eachdyadicclaim. This basicinformationcanthenbe mergedwith the othertwo
data sets for empirical analysis, or it can be used in its own right to identify cases.

B. Dyad-¥ar-Level Data (xxDXDYR)

This datafile includesannualinformationon eachdyadicclaim. This includesa variety
of indicatorsof claim saliencewhich canbe usedto help studythe way thatclaimsaremanaged
(or to studyotherphenomena).For example,in theterritorial claimsdatasetthe TCDYADYR
datafile includesinformation on the areaof the claimedterritory, its location relative to each
claimant,its tangiblecontents(suchasvaluableresourcesr a strategiclocation),and elements
giving it moreof anintangiblevalue (suchasan ethnicor religiousbasisfor the claim). These
differentsaliencandicatorscanbe usedindividually, or canbe usedto constructa saliencandex
such as that used in Hense2001International Studies Quarterlgrticle.

C. Attempted Settlement Data (xxSETTLE)

Ratherthan the claim itself, this datafile includesdetails of eachattemptto settlea
dyadic claim peacefully(militarized action can be drawn from the COW militarized interstate
disputedata). This includesthe datesof the settlementattemptin questiondetailsaboutwhich
countrieswereinvolved andin whatrole (i.e., the type of settlementttempt),anddetailsabout
the settlementattemptitself (suchasthe extentof the claim thatis addressed) Additionally, this
datasetincludesdetailsaboutthe outcomeof the settlemenattempt,includingwhetheror notan
agreementwvasreachedwhetherthis agreemen(if any)wasratified and/orcarriedout by oneor
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both participantsanddetailsof the agreemenfsuchastherelativebalanceof benefitsamongthe
claim challenger and tget).

Publicly Released Data

Pleasenotethat thesethreedatasetsare usedby the ICOW projectinternally Releasec
versionsof the ICOW datafollow slightly differentnamingconventionsandinclude somewhat
differentlists of variables,asthey arecreatedoy memging variouspartsof thesethreebasicdata
setsandthey include someadditionalvariablesthat are calculatedfrom this information. More
informationaboutthe structureand contentsof the publicly releasedlatais availableas part of
the data download at <http://wwaow.org>.



ICOW Claims

The centerpiecef eachlCOW datasetis the claim, or the specificfocusof disagreemen
betweentwo or more nation-stateactors. An ICOW claim involvesexplicit contentionbetween
two or morestatesoverthetype of issuein question-- for example explicit contentionoverthe
ownershipof a pieceof territory. Official representativesof the governmentof at leastone
statemust make explicit statementsn supportof this claim; "official representativesihclude
suchindividuals as a country'sheadof state,foreign minister and other legitimate political or
military officials speakingon behalf of the state'sgovernment.Claims by individuals or
organizationswithout the authorityto speakon behalfof a stategovernmentreexcludedunless
official staterepresentativesupporttheir claim throughexplicit statementsAn "explicit claim”
mustbe a public statemenby suchan official representativeratherthana preferenceexpressec
in privateconversatioror off therecord,andmustbe phrasedn unambiguouserms. Thatis, for
anissueclaim to occus the official staterepresentativenakingthe claim mustmakeclearthat
his or her governmentlays claim to specific territory or maritime areasthat are presently
occupiedadministeredor claimedby oneor moreotherspecificstates. For river claims,which
aresomewhatlifferentin thatsuchclaimsdo not usuallyaddressctualownershipof ariver, this
meansthat the official staterepresentativanust make explicit demandsover the quantity or
guality of river water reaching their state through the territory of another state.

It shouldbe notedthat this definition doesnot requireany specific form of contention
overtheclaim. In particular it doesnot requirethatoneor both sidesresortto militarized force
overtheclaim, meaningthatthe datasetincludesa numberof caseghatneverled to thethreator
useof force by eitherclaimant. Similarly, it doesnot requirethatthe adversariesiegotiateover
the claim, submitit to third party arbitrationor adjudication,or eventakeany actionwhatsoevel
overthe claim; somecasegnay not leadto anyactionof anykind, insteadbeingallowedto fade
awaygradually Both peacefulandmilitarizedactionsovera claim aremoreproperlythe subject
of systematicanalysisusing completecompilationsof all issueclaims, ratherthantools to be
used for case selection.

Start and End Dates

Eachclaimis consideredo be ongoingaslong asit meetsthe definition describedabove.
Thus, eachissueclaim beginsin the first yearthat official representativesf at leastone state
makeexplicit claims regardingterritory, rivers, or maritime areasas describedabove. Oncea
claim is statedexplicitly by official representativesf a stategovernmentthatclaimis included
in the datasetuntil the criteriafor inclusionareno longermet-- i.e., until official governmenta
representatives in both states have stopped all explicit statements related to the claim.

For situationsin which two statesreachan explicit agreemento end their claim or in
which a challengerstateofficially dropsits claim (anddoesnot resurrecit within oneyear)this
end date is easily determined. In other situations,though, determiningthe end date is less
straightforward. Claims may disappeaifrom active contentionfor substantiaperiodsof time,
sometimessignaling the ultimate end of contention over the claim and sometimesbeing
reopenedafter long periodsof dormancy Evenif a claim hasbeendroppedand is never
resurrectedanotheranalyticaldifficulty arisesin determiningwhenthe claim canbe considerec
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to haveended particularlywhenthereis no visible time at which the claim canbe consideredo
have ended. Such situationsare similar to the problemfacedin determiningthe ending of
enduringinterstaterivalries, which many scholarsdeterminefrom the absenceof militarized
conflict but othersdetermineby searchingfor evidencethat the disputedissuesbetweenthe
rivals aresettledor abandonedby therivals (e.g.,Bennett1996). Like Bennett-- andlike Huth
(1996)-- ICOW dealswith suchsituationsby searchingor the end of explicit contentionover
issues,rather than simply searchingfor the end of militarized conflict betweentwo former
claimants. As will be seenlater, a given claim may endin severalways: the challengerstate
may simply stop pursuingthe claim, the challengemay renouncats claim throughan official
statemenby recognizedyovernmenbfficials, the disputantanay agreeto abideby athird party
decisionregardingthe claim, or the disputantsmay sign a treatyor otherinternationalagreemen
that formally recognizes the settlement of their claim.

Excluded Situations

This definition of claimsexcludesseveralpotentially troublesomesituations: unofficial
claimsthatdo notinvolve legitimategovernmentepresentativegndclaimsinvolving non-state
entities. Unofficial claimsby a state'scitizensmay precedemany official claimsby legitimate
governmentrepresentatives. Just as most existing internationalrelations data sets exclude
actions by non-state actors, though, we exclude such claims until official government
representativesend their supportto the claim. A claim that is never backedup by official
governmentourcedacks eventhe faintestsemblanceof legitimacy and datacollectionwould
be vastly moredifficult if the goalwereto identify any situationin which privatecitizensof one
state disagreed with another state.

Similarly, ICOW datacollectionfocuseson claimsinvolving at leastone nation-stateon
eachside of the claim. Although manyterritorial claims or otherissuesmay begin beforethe
participantsachieve statehood,as with the violence betweenJews and Arabs in pre-1948
Palestine |ICOW datacollection beginswith the period in which both sidesof the claim are
recognizedmembersof the internationalsystem (as describedby Small and Singer 1982).
Claims betweenlocal or regionalunits of the samenation-stateare also excluded,as are such
non-state problems as decolonization struggles and secessionist demands.

A secondexcludedsituationinvolveswhat Huth (1996: 24-25)terms"latent claims" and
Kocs(1995:161-162)terms"unofficial disputes.”" The COW definition of issueclaimsrequires
an explicit claim by official actorsof oneor more statesregardingterritory, rivers, or maritime
areas. If citizens of one state claim an areaheld or claimed by another state, but their
governmentloesnot makeanexplicit claim on their behalf,thenthe situationwould be excluded
from the dataset. A currentexampleis the unofficial claim by AlbaniansagainstYugoslavia
regardingthe territory of Kosovo,which would only be considerecan ICOW territorial claim if
the Albanian governmentwere to offer an explicit statementlaiming Kosovo as an Albanian
territory.

New Claims and Dyadic Claims
In general,a separatdCOW claim is consideredo exist whenevertwo or more actors
contendover a pieceof territory, ariver, or a maritimeareathatis not alreadycovered(in whole
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or in large part) as part of anotherlICOW claim. A separatedyadic claim within an already
existinglCOW claimis consideredo existwhenevetwo or moreactorscontendover a pieceof

territory, ariver, or a maritime areathatis alreadycovered(in whole or in large part) aspart of

anotherlCOW claim. For examplethe overall Alaskaterritorial claim includesseveraldistinct
dyadicclaims: aU.K.-Russiaclaim anda U.S.-Russialaim from the periodbeforeRussiasold

Alaska (RussianAmerica) to the United Statesin 1867, each of which coveredsomewhat
differentportionsof Alaska,anda U.K. (actingon behalfof its then-colonyCanada)-U.Sclaim

coveringa smallerportionof theAlaska-Canadaorderafterthe U.S. purchase.Because2achof

thesedyadicclaimsinvolved partially overlappingterritory, they areall consideredo be part of

the overall Alaskaclaim. In contrastthough,thereare numeroudifferentclaimsbetweenthe

U.S.-U.K. (Canada),U.S.-Mexico, and Argentina-Chile claims becausethe claims involve

separatdratherthan overlapping)piecesof territory and becausehe claimsto theseseparate
territories are treated separately by the claimants.

Whenthereare major changesn the contentof a claim, a separatalyadicclaim may be
created. This refers particularly to a situation where part of the original claim is resolved,
leadingto a claim to a smalleror differentarea(perhapsevenknown by a new name). For
example,Colombiaand Peruresolvedtheir claim to the Loreto territory in 1922, althougha
claim to the smaller Leticia territory (which had beenpart of the original Loreto claim) was
raisedagainin 1932. In this case becausehe Leticia claim involvespart of the original Loreto
claim, it is consideredto be a seconddyadic claim within the sameoverall ICOW claim
(althoughthe seconddyadic claim is given the distinct nameof Leticia for greaterhistorical
accuracy). Anothersituationwherethis appliesoccurswhenthe identity of the challengerand
tamget statechangesdue to military conquestor other transferof territory, in which casethere
shouldbe a separatalyadicclaim to reflectthe new situation. For example,in the Antofagasta
territorial claim, Chile is originally consideredto be the challengerstate claiming Bolivian
territory. After Chile seizedthe claimedterritory in the War of the Pacific, though,the original
dyadicclaim endsanda newdyadicclaim begins(within the sameoverall claim), this time with
Bolivia as the challenger seeking to regain its lost route to the sea.

It should be noted that not every pair of actorsinvolved in the larger claim will
necessarilypeinvolvedin their own dyadicclaim. Forexamplejn the Spratlylslandsterritorial
claim, eachof the claimantstatesclaimsa portion of the full Spratlylslandschain,but not all of
theseclaimedportionsoverlapwith eachotherstate'sclaims. As a result,someof the claimant
statesareinvolvedin dyadicclaimsagainstmostof the others,while someareinvolvedin many
fewer dyadic claims.

Claim Salience
An importantelementof eachlCOW datasetis the collection of indicatorsthat canbe

usedto measureissuesalience.That is, scholarsusing the data set must have someway to

distinguishbetweenclaims of higherand lower salience.The ICOW territorial claims dataset
offers numerousvariablesthat may be usedto distinguishclaimsby issuesaliencejncludingthe

areaand populationof the claimedterritory, the existenceof resourcegthnic,or religiousbases
for the claim, andwhetherthe claim involvesmainlandor offshoreterritory, homelandor colony/
possessiorterritory, and all of the tamget state,part of the target state,or merely the precise
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location of the border

With regardto river claims,riversvary greatlyin the volumeof waterdischaged,
with highervolume rivers generally being more salient than those of lower volume (ceteris
paribus). The needfor wateralso contributesto the salienceof eachindividual body of water
with countriesfacing greaterwater shortagedeing likely to seean internationalriver asmore
salient. Riversthat contributeto importantsectorsof the nationaleconomyarealsolikely to be
seenas more salient; examplesinclude thosethat are used heavily for fishing, irrigation, or
resourceextraction. Other characteristicof cross-borderivers that are likely to affect issue
managementnclude pollution and dam constructionby upstreamstates,which will also be
measured.

For maritime claims,resourcesontainedn the claimedmaritimeareasareanimportant
determinanf the intrinsic importanceof a claim. We collect dataon the actualand potential
numberof fish caughtin the area,andthe actualandpotentialamountof offshoreoil or minerals
in the seabed. We also determinethe relationalimportanceof the contentsof the claimedarea
for eachnation'seconomyincludingthe percentagef the total economybasedon fishing or oil/
mineral production. We also codeinformation on the existenceof migratoryfish stocksin the
claimedareasand on the importanceof the areafor navigation,indicating whetherthe areais
considered to be a naval chokepoint with strategic military and/or economic value.



Claim SettlementAttempts

The focus of the ICOW data on attemptedsettlementsof issueclaimsis on peaceful
attemptdo settletheissuegnvolvedin aclaim. Militarized attemptdgo settletheseissuescanbe
identified usingthe COW miilitarized interstatedispute(MID) dataset. In particular the MID
datahasanissuecodefor "territorial" issuesalongwith "regime"issuesanda generalcategory
for "policy" issues. At leastfor the ICOW territorial claimsdata,the MID codingfor territorial
issuesidentifies MIDs that are thoughtto have involved territory, without much additional
researclbeingnecessary- althoughit is still advisableo look into eachapparenterritorial MID
to makesurethatit actuallyis relatedto the territorial claim in question. For all otherICOW
data sets,though, thereis spaceon the codesheet$o add notesaboutapparentlymilitarized
conflict relatedto theclaim. It is importantto recorda noteandadditionaldetailsoveranything
resemblinga militarized disputethat occursduring andis relatedto the claim; this information
canthenbe usedlaterto help identify which disputesfrom the MID dataare actuallyrelatedto
the claim itself.

Specificinformationis collectedon any peacefulattemptto settlean ICOW claim, asthis
information is not available anywhereelse. Four specific topics may be coveredby these
attemptedsettlementgseethe "EXTENTSA" variable): negotiationaneantto settlethe entire
claim, negotiationsover a smaller part of the claim, negotiationsover proceduredor future
settlementof the claim (a "procedural”settlementattempt,such as an arbitrationtreaty), and
negotiationsover the useof the claimedterritory, river, or maritime areawithout attemptingto
settle the questionof ownership(a "functional" settlementattempt, such as a treaty of free
navigationalong a river borderin a territorial claim, or an attemptto demilitarize a disputed
territory or river without actually resolving the central issues involved in the claim).

Any othertype of negotiationge.g., talks over a ceasefireto stop an ongoingcrisis or
war) should be excluded. One particulartype of negotiationsthat we do not include in the
coding of the territorial claims data involves meetingsof demarcationcommissionsthat are
simply attemptingto carry out the termsof an earlieragreement. As long as the demarcation
commissionersare only trying to place markerson an already-agreedborder their meetings
should not qualify as separatesettlementattempts. The only exceptioninvolves caseswhere
their meetingsattemptto resolvepreviouslyunresolvedjuestiongegardingthe border aswhen
they discoverthat the geographyof the borderis different than originally believed. Such
meetingsare attemptingto settlethe territorial claim, andthuswould qualify asnew settlement
attempts.

Types of SettlemenAttempts
Bilateral Negotiations

Bilateral negotiationsinvolve direct discussiondetweenofficial representativesf the
two claimantstateswithout any kind of third-partyassistance.Suchnegotiationgnay take any
form and may follow any procedure that the participants find acceptable.



Good Offices

"Good offices" refersto the leastintrusiveform of third-party participation,involving an
attemptby the third party to facilitate communicationbetweenthe claimants. A third party
offering good offices attemptso opennegotiationdetweerthe disputantspften by providinga
neutral meeting place for negotiationsor by meeting separatelywith the disputantsand
transmittingmessagesr proposaldetweerthem. Thethird party offering goodoffices, though,
is primarily interestedn facilitating communicatioramongthe claimantsthemselvesand does
not make any recommendations or decisions to help settle the dispute.

Inquiry and Conciliation

Inquiry andconciliationrepresenton-bindingactivitiesthatthird partiesmay useto help
producea settlement,typically in the form of a fact-finding mission or similar non-binding
attemptto studytheclaim. A commissiorof inquiry attemptgo clarify or establishithefactsof a
disputedquestionin an impartial fashion,without offering any proposedsolution. Suchfact-
finding commissionscan be useful for many purposegselatedto issueclaims. For example,a
fact-finding commissiorfor aterritorial claim caninvestigateallegedincidentsalonga disputed
borderor help determinethe locationof a boundaryline betweentwo states. Although inquiry
doesnot leadto direct discussiorof potentialsettlementgo the dispute,it may be ableto help
resolvedisputedquestionof fact, perhapdoweringtensionsandcreatingan environmenthatis
moreconduciveto settlemenby othermeans. In conciliation,a disputeis formally submittedto
a commissionof conciliation, which then studiesthe facts and questionsinvolved. The
conciliatorthenissuesa final reportcontainingthe conciliator'sconclusionsandoffering a (non-
binding) recommendation for settlement.

Notethatfor the purpose®f the ICOW datasets,no distinctionis madebetweennquiry
and conciliation; a single category is used for both types of settlement attempt.

Mediation

Mediationrepresents moreactiverole for the third party In mediation,the third party
discusseghe disputed questionwith the disputants(either individually or jointly) and can
contribute(non-binding)suggestionsoward settlement. Mediationoffers the third party greater
flexibility than conciliation, becausea mediator can participatein an ongoing processof
negotiations instead of simply investigating the situation and issuing a final report.

Arbitration

Arbitration is one type of third-party action that allows the outside actor to make a
decisionthat will be consideredbinding on the disputants. Before submitting a dispute to
arbitration,the disputantsagreeon an arbitratorthat both sidesconsideracceptableand define
the powerandjurisdictionto be grantedthe arbitrator andboth sidesagreeto acceptthe decision
thatwill be reachedby the arbitrator Note, though,that someactorslater decideto rejectan
unfavorablearbitral award,so eventhis legally binding techniques no guaranteef compliance
with the ultimate decision/award.



Adjudication

Similar to arbitration,adjudicationallows a third-party actorto makea binding decision
to help resolvea conflict of interest. The mostimportantdifferencebetweenarbitrationand
adjudicationis thatthelatterinvolvesanestablishedegaltribunal suchasthe InternationalCourt
of Justice while the formerinvolvesa moread hoc submissiorof the disputeto someactorthat
both disputantsconsiderto be acceptablgwhich could include foreign kings, presidentsthe
Pope,or otheractors). As with arbitration,someactorseventuallydecideto rejectanadjudicated
decision, despite their initial agreement to accept whatever decision is reached.

Multilateral Negotiations

We alsoallow for the possibility of multilateral negotiationsjn which somethird party
joins the two dyadicclaimantsin their negotiations. This third party -- typically anotherstate--
is treatedasan equal,interestedoarty, ratherthanasa fact-finding missionor mediatortrying to
assistin the creationof a bilateral settlementetweenthe two claimants. Typical examplesof
multilateral negotiationsnvolve talks betweenmultiple participantsin a multilateral claim (as
whenthe United States GreatBritain, and Russiaall talkedin the early 1820sover their claims
to Alaska), which cannotfairly be codedas separateilateraltalks. Another possibility is the
addition of a third party whoseinterestsare likely to be affectedby the outcomeof the claim,
althoughthe third party is not directly involved in the claim itself. For example,a third party
may have a territorial claim againstone or both of the dyadic claim participantsinvolving
differentterritory, and may be worried aboutthe impactof the bilateralnegotiationson its own
interests in the other claims.

Start and End Dates

Settlementattemptsare consideredto begin with the start of the actual processof
attemptedsettlementratherthanthe time thatthe attemptis first suggested.If negotiationsare
suggestedut nevercarriedout, or if third party involvementis offered or requestedut never
begins,then the caseshould not appearin our dataset becausehereis no actual settlement
attempt. For casesn which negotiationor third party assistanceccurs the settlemenattemptis
codedasbeginningon the day that negotiationsbegin betweenthe adversariegwith or without
third party involvement),evenif this datecomessometime after the settlementattemptis first
suggested.

A settlementttemptis consideredo endwith the formal terminationof the attempt. For
unsuccessfuhttemptsthis meanshe datethat negotiationsreakoff, a mediatorgivesup, or an
arbitratoror adjudicatorterminatesthe processwithout handingdown a decision. Successful
settlementttemptsare consideredo endwith the signingof a treaty or the handingdown of a
third party award,regardlesof whetheror not one or both partiessubsequentlyail to ratify or
implement the agreed-uporsettlement. It should be noted that in the caseof treatiesor
agreementghe enddateis the dateon which the treaty (or any final adjustmentdo the treaty)
was finally signed, rather than the date of ratification or rejection of the.treaty

Temporal Gaps between Settlememttempts
In somecasesit may be difficult to determinewhenoneperiodof negotiationsendsand
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whenanotherbegins. The generalrule to usein suchcasesds thatone periodof negotiationss
considerecended(andthe next meetingis consideredo begina new settlementattempt)when
there is a three-month gap between talkistee exceptions to this rule exist:

(1) If the first period of negotiationded to the signatureof a treaty or agreementthen
only a one-month gap is needed to indicate the outbreak of a new settlement attempt.

(2) If thefirst period of negotiationsconcludedwith an agreemento postponehe talks
temporarily a six-month gap is needed to indicate the outbreak of a new settlement attem|

(3) Regardlessf thetemporalgap,if the secondoeriodof negotiationsnvolvesdifferent
negotiatorsand/ora completelyseparatdopic (e.g.,a functional settlementattemptratherthan
coveringthe entireclaimedterritory, or a completelydistinct portion of the claimedterritory), it
should be coded as a new attempt.

Multiple Concurr ent SettlementAttempts

If agiven periodof negotiationsattemptso coverseveralof the topicsmentionedabove
(and included in the "EXTENTSA" variable), then the negotiationsshould be split up into
severaldifferent settlementattemptsbeginningat the sametime, and coveringdifferenttopics.
Thereasorfor thisis thatthis will allow usto studywhethercertaintypesof settlementttempts
aremorelikely to produceagreementthanothers,andfor casesn which agreementaremade,
to studywhethercertaintypesof agreementaremorelikely to beratified andimplementedhan
others. Thus, a period of negotiations(bilateral or otherwise)may involve severalsettlement
attemptssuchasa treaty of free navigationalonga disputedriver andan agreemento submit
theclaimto athird party;if the navigationtreatyis laterimplementedout the arbitrationtreatyis
not, we will be able to note this in our analysis.

Separate Cases forhird Party Arbitration/Adjudication

When bilateral negotiationslead to the submissionof a claim to a third party for
arbitrationor adjudication,two separatesettlementattemptsare consideredo exist. The first
settlementattemptis consideredto begin with the onset of the bilateral negotiation, and
concludeswith the reachingof the arbitrationtreaty or the agreemento sendthe caseto an
adjudicator This should typically be codedas a proceduralsettlementattempt,becausethe
agreement only covers future actions to be taken to settle the claim.

The secondsettlementttemptinvolvesthe actualprocessof arbitrationor adjudication,
beginningwith the date on which the two sidesbegin presentingtheir agumentsto the third
party and continuing through the entire period of arbitration or adjudication. This should
typically be codedasan attemptto settlepartor all of the claim (dependingon the detailsof the
case).

Whetheror not the secondsettlemenattempt(the actualarbitrationor adjudication)ever
actually begins,its occurrencgor avoidance)andits timing shouldnot haveany effect on the
datesof the first settlementattempt(the original decisionto submitthe claim to a third party).
The only way that the second(third party) attemptmay affect the first involvesthe two parties'
compliancewith the earlieragreemenfCOMPCHAL/COMPTGT). Thetwo partiesarecodedas
failing to comply with the earlier proceduralagreementf they fail to submitthe caseto the
arbitrator(s)or adjudicator(s)specifiedby the initial agreementor if they otherwisefail to
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comply with the terms of the agreement. If they do submit their casesbut the designatec
arbitrator/adjudicatorefuseso hearthe case hearspartor all of the casebut declinesto issuea
decision,or otherwisefails to act as requestedoy the agreementthe claimantsare codedas
complyingwith theinitial procedurabgreementin sucha caset wasnottheir actionor inaction
that doomed the third party settlement attempt.
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Coding Procedures

Before beginning the actual processof data collection and coding, all new research
assistantshouldfamiliarize themselvesvith the ICOW projectandwith this codebook. Before
beginning coding, all coders should read Paul Hensel'sMarch 2001 International Studies
Quarterly article "ContentiousIssuesand World Politics,” which outlines the intellectual
backgroundof the projectanddemonstratesne particularuseof the project'sdata. Of course,
data collection should never be influenced by the specific hypothesesanalyses,or results
presentedn thatpaperor in any otherresearch- butit is usuallyhelpful to understandhe basic
idea of studying issuesand the intellectual origins and goals of the ICOW project before
devoting one or more semesters to data collection.

After readingthat article, it is extremely important that the relevant ICOW project
codebookdereadandunderstood.At a minimum, this will involve this generalcodebook(the
oneyou are currently reading)and the specific codebookfor the dataseton which a research
assistantwill be working; it may also be useful to read (more briefly) the codebooksfor
additional project data sets,to get a betterfeel for the full ICOW project. In readingthese
codebooksit is importantto spendsometime looking at the samplecodesheetscludedin the
appendixof eachspecificcodebookthesedemonstrat¢herequiredlevel of detailandthe coding
proceduredetterthanis possiblesimply throughthe codebookitself. Any questionghatarise
aboutthe project, the datasets,or the coding proceduresat any time shouldimmediatelybe
directed to either Paul Hensel (phensel@icoverg) for territorial or river claims or Sara
McLaughlin Mitchell (sara@icowrg) for maritime claims.

It is alsodesirableto becomefamiliar with severalsupplementarglatasetsthat will be
usedduring datacollection. The Correlatesof War (COW) project'sinterstatesystemlist is
important, as this providesthe list of statesthat can be involved as actorsin ICOW claims.
Additionally, the ICOW projecthasgeneratedseveralhelpful supplementarylatasets,eachof
which is available from the ICOW web site at <http://data.icoworg>. The ICOW list of
alternativestatenamedlists other namesthat havebeenusedto refer to eachstatein the COW
system,which can be invaluablewhen researchingcasesthat extendseveraldecadesnto the
past. The ICOW colonial history data set also lists different colonial rulers that have ruled
former colonies,aswell ascountriesthathavemergedor split overtime. This is often helpful
for researchinglder casespecausehe variousICOW claims datasetsinclude both homeland
and dependencyclaims (including territorial or river claims involving one or two colonial
powers,asin the Guyana-Surinameerritorial claim that was predatedby Britain-Netherlands
and Guyana-Netherlandslaims before both Guyanaand Surinamebecameindependenstate
actors).

|. General Seach Strategy: Identifying Potential Claims

The data collection processbegins by searchingfor potential claims of each type
(territorial, river, or maritime). The procedurefor this part of the processwill vary somewhat
acrossissuetypes,but essentiallyit involves using generalhistorical and geographiaeference
works (at both worldwide andregionallevels,if possible)andnew sourcedo identify situations
that might involve an explicit claim betweentwo or more statesover the type of issuebeing
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collected.

Territorial Claims: For example,with the ICOW territorial claims data set, potential
casegncludedall currentor historicalbordersbetweentwo nation-state®r their dependencies
aswell asislandsover which two or more statesare thoughtto havedisagreed. Land borders
(andmanynearbyislandslocatednearanotherstate'serritory) wereidentified usingboth current
andhistoricalworld atlasesthe COW project'scontiguity dataset,andgenerakeferencesources
such as Biger (1995), Encyclopediaof International Boundaries Other potential cases--
particularlythoseinvolving islandsclaimedby distantadversaries- are muchmoredifficult to
identify, giventhe manythousand®f islandsor otheroutcroppingghat might potentiallybe the
subjectof disagreemenbetweenstates,but many potential caseshave beenidentified using
global referencesourcessuch as Anderson(1993), An Atlas of World Political Flashpoints
Anderson(2000), Global Geopolitical Flashpoints: An Atlas of Conflict; Bercovitch (1997),
International Conflict: A Chronological Encyclopediaof Conflicts and Their Management
1945-1995 Day (1982-1987)and Allcock et al. (1992), Border and Territorial Disputes
Downing (1980), An Atlas of Territorial and Border Disputes and Munro and Day (1990), A
World Recod of Major Conflict Areas Mostregionsalsohavesimilar referencesourcessuchas
Ireland (1938/1941) BoundariesConflicts,and Possessions SouthAmericaand...in Central
America and the Caribbeaand Brownlie (1979)African Boundaries

River Claims: A candidate list of major cross-border rivers was compiled from a nu
of major world atlases, including tAiemesAtlas of the \rld (10th Comprehensive Edition),
National Geographi@tlas of the \Wfld (7th and 8th editionsPlanet Earth Macmillan \ofld
Atlas Oxford Atlas of the \Wtld (Deluxe Edition), antHammond Concise ®id Atlas. While as
complete a list as possible would be desired, the number of streams or other bodies of we
cross borders is near infinite, so limits need to be set; we have decided to focus our searc
rivers of at least 100 miles length that form, cross, or otherwise reach international border
Information about each river (such as length and upstream/downstream status) is taken fr
1978 UN Register of International Rivers akaronWolf et al.'s 1999 update (available at httf
www.transboundarywaters.orst.edu/), Czaya (1981), Gleick (1993b, 1998), van der Leede
(1990), theworld Resource Institute's biannisthrld Resoucesvolumes, and gazetteers such
the Columbia Gazetteer of theddtd andMerriam-Webster Geographical Dictionaryvhere no
further information is available, details such as river length is estimated from the atlases
mentioned aboveThese sources allow us to identify most potential river claim cases, whic
then be examined carefully to determine the existence and timing of river claims among tt
participants.The general sources used to identify territorial claims (as listed above) also
occasionally discuss potential river claims.

Maritime Claims: In orderto determinethe potentialsetof casesfor maritime claims,
we havecreateda list of all claimedterritorial seaand exclusiveeconomiczoneareasfor each
country highlighting all adjacentclaimedmaritimezonesaswell asall claimedmaritimezones
thathavebeenchallengedy moredistantstates. Jane€ExclusiveEconomicZonesof the World
is quite usefulin this regard,as are various other maritime law or Law of the Seareference
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books. The generalterritorial claim sourcesthat were listed above-- particularly the COW
contiguity dataset,which includesall territoriesseparatedby up to 400 miles of openseas- are
also consulted wherever relevant.

Oncethe generalsetof potentialcaseshasbeenidentified, the researchermustexamine
eachoneto determinewhetheror not it ever qualified as a territorial, river, or maritime claim
(and if so, when). This will require extensiveuse of historical and news sources,and is
described below

It must be emphasizedthough,that no searchstrategyis likely to be able to identify
every single potential claim. There are likely to be additional island-relatedterritorial or
maritime claims, claims over small rivers, or claims over fishing rights betweenvery distant
countriesthat will not be identified. In somecasesthough,lessobviousclaimsthat were not
mentionedn any of thesesourceslescribedabovecanbe identifiedin the courseof researching
otherpotentialcases.For exampleevenif asmallriver wasnotidentifiedin thelisting of major
internationalrivers describedabove,interactions(andriver claims) over that river may still be
identified in searchingfor newsstoriesabouta larger river into which the smallerriver flows;
andobscureclaimsto territory or maritime zonesmay be mentionedn newsstoriesaboutmore
prominentclaims. Any time a researchefocusingon one casefinds informationaboutanother
potentialcase(whetherof the sameor a differentissuetype), it is importantto makea note so
thatmoreresearchmay be doneto investigatethe potentialnew case(we havealreadyidentified
severalriver claimsand at leasta half dozenterritorial claimsin this way that would not have
been found otherwise).

Il. Identifying Potential Claims

Oncea groupof potentialcaseshasbeenidentified, the datacollection processnvolves
an extensivesearchof historicaland newssourcego determinewhetherthereactuallyis/wasa
gualifying claim overtheissuein questionaswell asto collectinformationaboutwhatmadethe
claim valuable(i.e., its saliencefor the claimants)and how it was managed. A good way to
managethis information as a searchprogressess to begin filling out a codesheefor each
potentialcasebeingexaminedwvith asmuchinformationascanbefound (the projectdirectorcan
provideyou with blank codesheetvord processindiles for therelevantdataset). For caseghat
turn out to qualify asterritorial, river, or maritime claims, this codesheetan then be usedfor
codingthe case;for caseghatturn out not to qualify, this codesheetwill be usefulin the event
that somebodyaskswhy a certaincaseis not includedin the dataset, and will offer a good
startingpoint for furtherresearctshouldsubsequennformationindicatethata qualifying claim
may have existed after all.

At this preliminarystage wherewe arenot sureyet whethera qualifying claim existedor
not, it is bestto enter any potentially relevantinformation on the "claim coversheet'at the
beginningof the codesheefile. Be sureto cite the sourceswhere the information was first
found; abbreviationamay be usedaslong asit is clearwhich sourcewasused(e.g.,NYT for
New York Times or FOF for Factson File). Any information aboutthe territory, river, or
maritime zone(suchaswhereit is locatedor what makesit valuable)shouldbe enteredin the
"Coding Notes" section of the claim coversheet, ideally in the form of bullet points:
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¥Theclaiminvolvedthe ChacoBorealterritory, which is locatedbetweerBolivia

and Paraguay Although both sides'citizenshad exploredpartsof this territory;

neither side had previously occupiedit or exercisedsovereigntythere. (NYT

12/1/1927: 13)

¥ This river is usedfor importantirrigation projectsin Nepal, whereit supports

agriculture in the Hens#&alley. (FOF 1963: 400)

Any eventsor interactionsover this issueshouldbe enteredn the "Brief Chronologyof Claim"
section of the claim coversheet, ideally in the form of a chronology:

1 September939: Germanforcescrossedhe borderinto the claimedterritory,

quickly seizing it with light losses. (Keesings 1939: 563)

31 January1960: Peru warned the United Statesgovernmentthat it would

henceforthseizeany American-registeretioatfishing for tunain waterslessthen

200 miles from the Peruvian coast. (Jones 1986: 13)

The exactinformation that is relevantwill vary somewhatbetweenissuetypes, but generally
speaking,researchershould record any detail aboutthe territory, river, or maritime zonein

guestion(which resourcesare believedto exist there and when they were first discoveredor

suspectedwhich types of fish are caughtthere, how many hydroelectricdamsor irrigation

projectsexiston theriver andwhentheywerebegunor completedyandany interactionoverthe
issue(suchas friendly discussionsaboutimmigration checkpointsor integratingpower grids,

lessfriendly demandsor negotiationsfreaties,threats,or armedconflicts). More examplesof

the type of information that might be neededare providedin the specific codebookdor each
issuetype. Shouldthe caseeventuallyqualify as a territorial, river, or maritime claim, this

informationwill thenbe usedfor coding.at which point it will be movedto more appropriate
placesin the codesheetat the beginningthough,the coversheeis the mostusefulplaceto enter
everything.

Where the generalglobal and/or regional referencesourcesdiscussedabove provide
information aboutclaims, that information is an excellentstarting point. Such sourcesoften
providea descriptionof theissue(suchaswheretheterritory, river, or maritimezoneis located,
and what makesit valuableto the claimants)as well as a brief synopsisof major eventsor
interactionsrelatedto the claim. This level of informationis not availablefor many potential
claims,though,and evenwhereit is, muchinformationis likely to havebeenleft out. Further
researchs thusneededor eachcase usinga variety of othertypesof sources. Sourcego be
used include the following:

Lexis-Nexis Academic Universe (availableas the FSU library's collection of online
databases): an online service that has compiled news stories from hundredsof major
newspapergyenerallysincethe late 1970s(althougha few sourcesstartearlierandmanyothers
startlater). While this sourceis limited to the lastfew decadesfor thattime frameit is the most
valuablesourcebecausef the volume of coverageduringthattime. Note thatthe Lexis-Nexis
search interface has recently changed, so these instructions have been updated in Janua

Of the main searchoptions, select"General" (rather than News, Legal, Business,or
People)and selectthe "Easy Search'tab at the top of the page. Thenselect"Major U.S. and
World Publications'from the checkboxedelow the text box, andspecify"All Available Dates"
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in thedatebox -- althoughthis will oftenhaveto berestrictedater becausesomanynewsstories
comeup in manysearches.If 10000r morestoriesarefound,or if you getthe error messagef

too many storiesbeingfound, startrestrictingthe dateby decade-- select"Date is Between..."
andenterJanuaryl, 1960andJanuaryl, 1970(for example)thereshouldn'tbe any newsstories
before 1960, so this is a good starting point. If too many storiesare still found, it may be

necessary to restrict the search by yeamth, or even date.

Thespecificsearchtermsto enterwill vary by issuetype. For river issuesgntertheword
river, followed by a setof parenthesesnclosingvariousknown spellingsor namesof theriver:
“river AND (amurOR heilongOR heilungOR...)". If too manystoriescomeup (suchaswhen
the nameof the river is alsothe nameof one of the countriesor an importantnearbycity or
region), this canbe restrictedby addingthe word river to the end of eachriver's name:"(amur
river OR heilongriver OR heilungriver OR...)" If thesearclstill producegoo manystories,you
can add a searchterm to limit the searchto storiesmentioningcertainpairs of countriesthat
share the river: "...AND (russia OR russi&ND (china OR chinese)"

For generalsearchesn territorial andmaritimeissuesgntervariousnamesusedfor each
country aswell assomerelevantkeywords. For example a typical territorial searchmight be:
"(argentinaOR argentine)AND (chile OR chilean)AND (borderOR boundaryOR territory OR
territorial)", and a typical maritime searchmight be: "(argentinaOR argentine)AND (chile OR
chilean)AND (maritime OR offshore OR fishing OR seaOR ocean)". If the claimedterritory
being investigatedis known by a specific name, this name (including any known alternate
spellings)can also be addedto this list of keywords(e.g.,"...OR falkland OR falklands OR
malvinas"or "...OR alsaceOR elsassOR lorraine OR lothringen™). Similarly, if the specific
maritime issue being investigatedinvolves a specific fish or a specific body of water those
keywords can also be added to the list (e.g., "...OR cod OR codfish" or "...OR bering sea"

Oncethe resultscomeup, make surethat therearen'ttoo many results(if Lexis-Nexis
reports1000 storiesor more, re-runthe searchwith a morerestrictivedaterange,to makesure
thatno storieswerelost -- it neverusedto reportresultsif morethan1000storieswerefound,so
if it lists exactly10001 would be suspicioughatit is reportingeverything). Usethe "Sort" tab
nearthe top of the resultslist to sortthe resultsby "PublicationDate"to makesurethatyou are
going throughthe resultssystematicallyandto makesurethatthe orderof storiesbeingprinted
out makessensgthe defaultsortingby storyrelevancecanleadto somevery strangeorderingof
stories from diferent decades).

Now you will startgoing throughthe storiesanddecidingwhich are relevantenoughto
print out for our files. Onething that you will quickly noticeis that the Lexis-Nexisdatabase
containsa large numberof duplicatestories,with identicaltitles anddates(andusuallyidentical
word counts,or if they differ, it's only by a few words becauseof slight differencesin the
informationthatis reported. You won't needto go througheachof theseduplicatestories--
wherethis is the caseonly go throughthe longeststory from eachsetof duplicate(i.e., theone
with thelargestword countif thisis reported). You shouldprint out any newsstorythatcontains
clear evidenceof a territorial, river, or maritime claim (as defined elsewherein the ICOW
codebooks)that containsusefulinformationaboutthe useof aterritory, river, or maritimezone;
or that containsusefulinformationabouttreatiesbetweenthe countriesthat might be relatedto
territory/bordersrivers, or maritime/fishingissues. Rememberwhen in doubt, print out the
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story; we can always choosenot to useit later, but if we don't have a copy of the story, the
information is lost to us later when we might need it.

Historical New York Times (anotheronline databasevailablethroughFSU'slibrary):
the mostusefulnewspapefor coverageof eventsworldwide, coveringfrom 1851to the present.
Forthe periodbeforeLexis-Nexiscoveragebegins thisis the mainsourcethatcoversworldwide
newsin sufficient detail to be usefulin a researchprojectlike this. For bestresults,usethe
"Basic Search"option insteadof "AdvancedSearch"becausgdespitethe name)this actually
gives bettercontrol of searchterms. For the "Database’option select"News - The Historical
New York Times", and at leastwhenfirst startingyour search,do not setany daterestrictions
(unlessyou areworking onriver claimsor maritimeclaims,sinceboth of thosedatasetsbeginin
January 1900) -- if too many stories come up, you can always restrict the date later

The sametypes of searchterms should be usedas in Lexis-Nexis searcheslescribed
above,exceptthat herethey shouldall be combinedin one line using parentheseso enclose
what would be a single Lexis-Nexis searchbox: "(argentinaOR argentine)AND (chile OR
chilean)AND (border OR boundaryOR territory OR territorial)". If the claimedterritory is
known by a specific name,that shouldalso be addedto the OR statementsysing any known
alternative spellings: "...OR spratly OR spratlys OR spratley OR spratleys OR spratlies)"

Becauseof the sheervolume of news storieson many subjectssince 1851, keyword
searcheshere usually need to be restricted. | always add "ANDNOT ("display ad" OR
“classifiedad" OR "mails")" to getrid of the mostglaring uselesshits (we arenot interestedn
advertisingfor cruisespastdisputedterritoriesor in the contentsof passengeshipsnamedatfter
theseterritories); other restrictionsmay be neededfor specific keywords that conflict with
individual topics. If you still gettoo many story listings, email the project director with the
details(whatthetopicis, the searchstringsthatyou'vetried, andsoon) and! will try to helpyou
narrow it down to something useful.

Also notethatriver andmaritimeclaimsshouldonly be searchedeginningon 1/1/1900,
since those two data sets do not go back to the nineteenth century

JSTOR (anotheronline databasavailablethroughFSU'slibrary): anonline servicethat
offers accessto almostthe entire runs (excluding the last severalyears)of major academic
journals from a variety of fields. For most ICOW cases,there probably will not be any
especiallyusefuljournalarticles-- butwhensucharticlesareavailable they canbeinvaluable. |
preferto usethe"ExpertSearch'option,which allowsthe useof the samesearctstringsasin the
NYT searcheslescribedabove(exceptthat multiple-wordentriesneedto be enclosedn quotes,
asin "amurriver" or "beaglechannel”),while alsogiving easycontrol over the type of journals
and article types to be searched.

Searchesshould include journals from any potentially relevantdiscipline, in order to
catch important articles in non-Political Science journals (particularly for Geographyand
History, aswell asperhapsfrican StudiesAsian Studies,Latin AmericanStudies Middle East
Studies,or Slavic Studies);it is preferableto haveto wadethroughmore resultsthanto miss
articlesthatwould havebeenvery helpful. For bestresults,alsolimit the type of entriesbeing
searched"TheseTypes")to "Article"; otherwiseyou run the risk of beingoverrunby a list of
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book reviewsor otherentriesthat rarely if evercontainusefulinformationof this type. Don't
enter any type of restriction on the type of fields being searched ("These Fields").

Oncethe list of articlescomesup, you will needto determinewhich (if any) of the
articlesin thelist arerelevant. The easiestvay to do thisis to click on the article'snamein the
searchresultspage,thenusethe links on top of the pagefor the individual article ("At leastone
of your searchterm(s)appears...").Thisis thelist of all pagesn the articlethatmentionat least
oneof thewordsthatyou searchedor, which usuallymakesit mucheasierto determinewvhether
thearticleis relevant. Thiswon't helpin everycase especiallywhereat leastone of the search
termsis a commonword, but it is still preferableto wadingthroughthe entire article pageby
page to try to find what may be a single relevant paragraph or footnote.

Timesof London (StrozierDocumentsReferenced70.5.T583): alsogoodcoverageof
world events(particularly in areaswhere the British Empire was active) and coversan even
longertime framethanNYT, butit is notaseasyto use. An onlineindexonly covers1906-1980,
so eventsbeforethat time needto be searchednanually using the boundindex in the library
basementandall relevantstoriesneedto be accesse@n microfilm. The boundindexvolumes
shouldbe usedto identify potentially relevantstories(primarily listed under statenameswith
appropriatesubheadingsalthoughotherrelevantkeywordsshouldalso be searched)gachsuch
story must then be examined on microfilm.

Facts on File (StrozierReferenceD410 .F3) and Keesing's Contemporary Archives
(StrozierReferenceD410.K4): two library sourceswith weekly coverageof world newssince
roughly World War Il (FOF since 1940, Keesing®since 1931). Thesetwo sourcesare quite
usefulfor the decadeseforeLexis-Nexiscoveragebegins. Eachsourcehasan annualindex,
which can be searchto determinewhich specific pagescontainrelevantstories;certainyears
may alsobe coveredin five-yearindexvolumes,which simplify the searchprocess.As with the
sourcedliscussedbove,searcheshouldinclude eachstateinvolved in eachpotentialclaim, as
well as other keywords that might be related to the potential claim.

Books Of coursemanyof thesetopicswill be coveredn numerousooksin thelibrary.
Whereat leastoneacademidookis availablefor a specificclaim, it is often the bestavailable
sourceon that claim, andshouldform the backboneof the researctstrategy Evenwherethere
are no books on the claim specifically generalbooks on the history of eachstateshouldbe
consulted astheseoften containusefulinformationon ICOW claims(which areoften extremely
important eventsin the history of eachstate,especiallywhen territory is involved). Many
potentiallyrelevantbookscanbe identified usingthe FSU library system€LUIS searchengine,
bothby browsingthe availablesearchcategoriesindereachstate€headingwith a subjectsearch
(especially relevant are subject categories such as (Bolivia—-history,O (Bolivia--foreign
relations,@nd OBolivia--historyGgndby doing a keywordsearchor relevantkeywords. Many
relevantbooks are not listed in obvious placesunder LUIS, though, so a meaningfulsearch
should alwaysinvolve identifying booksusing LUIS and then scanningnearbyshelvesin the
library; even if a relevant book is not listed on LUIS, it is often shelved near books that are
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lll. Coding Cases

Onceall of the potentialcaseshavebeenresearchedndthe relevantinformationentered
in the codesheegachonemustbe examinedo determinewvhetheror notit qualifiesasa codable
claim underthe ICOW project'scodingrules. This may alsoinvolve additionalquestionsthat
were not addressednitially, in which casethe researchassistantamust go back to library
researchto attemptto answerthese questions. For example,additional researchmay be
necessaryo determinewhetheror not an apparentlaim involved explicit statement®y official
governmentepresentativesyr just statementsndactionsby privateindividuals not authorized
to speakor act on behalfof their government. This is why it is so importantto cite all sources
thatwereconsultednitially; if the original pagenumberor newsstory datecannot be found, or
if it is not even clear which sources were consulted, then clarification is much niadtdif

For caseghataredeterminechot to qualify underthe codingrules,it is importantthatthe
initial codesheenot be thrown away (see"Hensel'sFirst Rule of DataCollection" below). By
savingthe codesheetfor suchcasesthereis a recordof which casesvereconsideredut were
foundnotto qualify, alongwith a noteaboutwhy the casewasrejected. Thereis alsoa recordof
theinformationthatwascollectedinitially, which may be usefulif newinformationsuggestshat
the case may qualify after all (this happened several times with the territorial claims data ¢

Onceit is determinedthat a candidatecasedoesindeedmeet|COW codingrules, the
remainderof the codesheetshouldbe filled out, drawing primarily from the researchthat has
alreadybeencollected(supplementedby additionalresearchas neededo flesh out the needed
detailsandcompletethe neededdatacollection). For bilateralclaims(thoseinvolving only two
states)the chronologyand coding notesfrom the initial codesheeshouldbe movedto a single
dyadic claim codesheet;that dyadic codesheetand an appropriate number of attempted
settlementcodesheetshould then be filled out. For multilateral claims, the chronologyand
coding notesfrom the initial codesheeshouldbe divided into separateclaimantdyads,with a
separatalyadic claim codesheeand attemptedsettlementtodesheetbeing completedfor each
dyadinvolvedin the overallclaim. For both bilateraland multilateralclaims,basicinformation
on each involved dyadic claim should be recorded on the overall claim coversheet.

In filling outthe codesheetdt is importantto recordthe value for eachvariablebothin
numericform (usingthe appropriatevaluelistedin the codebook)yandin brief textualform. For
examplejn filling outthetype of settlemenattemptfor thevariableTYPESETT atypical value
shouldbe recordedas "1 (bilateral)" ratherthan simply as"1" or "bilateral.” This servestwo
usefulpurposesit simplifiesthetaskof dataentry andit leavesa clearindicationof which value
wasactuallyintended. While an entry of "1" could easilybe a typo, an entry of "1 (bilateral)"
very clearly indicatesthe type of settlementattempt. Similarly, if the list of categoriedor a
certainvariableeverchangegqas happenedn the early daysof the territorial claims data), this
simplifies the task of trying to determine which value is correct.

Thedyad-levelcodesheeincludesspaceor informationabouteachdyadicclaim. When
the value for any variable on this codesheethangesover the courseof the claim (e.g.,oil is
discoveredn theterritory), recordthis on the codesheemotingthe yearof the change.Oncethe
entirecodesheeis completedhe codershouldenterthe datainto a computerfile with a separate
line for each dyad-year (each year that each dyadic claim is ongoing).

For strictly bilateralclaimstherewill be onecodesheetor the entire claim; multilateral
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claimsinvolving morethantwo nation-stateactorsshouldhavea separatalyadic codesheetor
eachexplicit state-to-statelaim (notethattheremay not be an explicit claim betweeneachpair
of states involved in the claim as a whole).

I\VV. Data Entry and Checking

After all of the codesheetfiavebeenfilled out completelyfor an entire regionor sub-
region,the datafrom eachqualifying caseshouldbe enterednto a spreadshedile. Careshould
betakento entereachdatapoint carefully, avoidingtyposor othermistakes.The projectdirector
will checkeachdatafile for valuesthat are not permissiblefor eachvariable,but if the wrong
permissible value is entered it may not be possible to catch the error

Hensel's First Rule of Data Collection: "Neverthrow away information”

Whenin doubt, alwaysmakea note of any informationthat might possiblybe relevant,
ratherthantrying to decidewhetheror notit will be usefulor shouldbeignored. The codesheet:
include spacefor codersto makenotes(in the "coding notes"or "brief chronology"sections).
This allowsthe coderto recordany informationaboutthe claim or settlemenattemptthat might
be usefulat a later time, perhapdor addingnew variables,constructinga textualchronologyof
the cases, or for identifying details about each case without going back to the original sou

21



