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Abstract

The thesis analyset factestates from the creation of the United Nation 943 until and
including 2012. Twenty-three entities are identlfief which four have had success and
become UN members, and ten have failed and beceimtegrated into their parent state.
Nine are still incomplete and have uncertain outeenCrisp set QCA and descriptive
analyses are applied to investigate first whichsehoombinations lead to success or failure.
These results are then used to analyse the emtatiesut clear outcomes to identify which
could be expected to succeed and fail. The caosaitons included aré: Ethnicity as state
foundation,B: Level of democratic institutions as compared with parent stat€;: UN veto
power opposition,D: UN veto power support, ariet Economic level significantly different

from the parent state.

Only weak combinational connections have been fabhadgh cs/QCA, but the descriptive
analysis have identified three patterns. First, the conflicts where economy have been an
important factor tend to become resolved to a laegéent than those where this is not
percieved as important.Second, that all the reseghentitiets are created outside of the two
major state creation waves of decolonisation aeddh of the communist unions. Third, that
which UN veto power that gets involved appearsea@bimportance. None of the entities
Russia has supported have neither failed nor sdeded&ut remain in a state of limbo. The
reasons for this are unknown, but suggestions daggarealpolitical conciderations are made.
The three analyses combined indicate that Somdlgaxa Puntland are the two entities in the

strongest position to be recognised per 2012.
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1. Introduction

The United Nations originally had 51 members atiiesation in 1945. Per 2012, it had 193
full members. In addition to these, there are 28iesa that have attempted to be recognized
as states and become UN members, but without suitmean elongated period of time. Some
of them have become recognised after a while, dtaxe disappeared into their parent state
and around half of them still exist. The tedm factestate includes both those still present and
those that have later disappeared. But, the enatie only analysed with data from their time
as such an entity. They are more or less functgsiate-like entities with at best limited
recognition by the international society. Whatnteresting for this paper is to find out what
leads to the different outcomes these non-recoduisdactoestates face. The results from the
analyses of the entities that have either succeedfadled are used on the entities still
existing as de facto-states per 2012. This is domxplore which of them are to be expected

to succeed and fail.

The research question is as followghy do some non-recognised de facto-states become
internationally recognised through United Nationembership status, while others fail and

are reintegrated into their parent state?

Some of these entities receive much internatiott@hion. The declaration of independence
by Kosovo in 2008 placede factestates on the agenda for many. The effect wakeaséned
by the soon following Russian-Georgian war takifage in the two Georgiathe factestates
Abkhazia and South Ossetia. Others are nearlyibigis international debate. Both
Somaliland and Puntland have functioned more ariledependently from Somalia for about
two decades, yet they are largely ignored by thermational society. As will be shown in this
thesis, they perform most state capacities bdttar Somalia. Yet the latter is recognised
while they are not. This kind of contrast maklesfactestates a particularly interesting

juridical and political conundrum.

1.2 Rationale for thethesis

King, Keohane, and Verba (1994, 15-19) arguesitli&important for social research to
contribute both to theory and to the real worldisTthesis answers the claim. The

investigation of which causal combinations leadvkoch outcomes is theoretically interesting



for the following reasonde factostates have been largely ignored in political aese until
lately?. After the declaration of independence of Kosav@008 the interest has greatly
increased from politicians and academics alike.lys®&s of singular entities or groups based
on time or geography have been performed, seekisgexs to the conundrum of why some
of thede factestates fail while others succeed. However, noyasmabf all the entities
together has yet been done. This analysis attempttify this, by including all identifiede
facto-states who have existed in the time span betweenreation of the United Nations in
1945 and 2012.

The topic is interesting to the world for at letisee reasons. Politically, because a deeper
understanding of these entities could improve iwiatbetween them and the outside world. It
can create a deeper understanding of the situatiomkich thede factestates’ inhabitants

and political leaders live and operate. And, ladtriot least, the results might lay the
foundation for understanding or predicting the depments of the frozen conflicts that often
correspond witllle factestates.

1.3 Chapter overview

Chapter two: Theorydefines and discusses recognised and non-reeolgledactostates. It
defines the state in international law through dextive and constitutive theory. A state’s
legitimacy can come in two forms: internal and ex& De factestates are states by
function, but they are not recognised as such amthas excluded from the international
society. Where thde factestate originates and how it survives is analysethé second half

of the chapter. Lastly, the different ends of thétees are discussed, and the hypotheses and

causal conditions are identified.

Chapter threeData, clarifies the data selection criteria, and préséme included entities. It

continues with closer descriptive attention toe¢héties, seeking the most obvious patterns.

Chapter four Methods presents and argues for the choice of Crisp & s the method to
be used in this study. It is the logical methodrfedium-N analyses, but is also particularly

suited for analyses of causal combinations. Intamdto cs/QCA, descriptive analyses will be

2 The first major work on investigating this as aocept rather than individual singularities is P€5@98).
Other notable researchers include Silvia von Stieirf§ Dov Lynch, P&l Kolstg and Nina Casperseno\whve
performed thorough investigations on de facto-staiarticularly after 2008, but also before.
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used to provide a further elaboration of the coraiaffects of the causal conditions. The

chapter then provides the operationalization ofcdngsal conditions.

Chapter five: Analysidas three main parts. One is the cs/QCA-analysishifinds the
logical formulas for success and failure. The sddsrihe descriptive analysis, seeking the
same through description. Thirdly, the identifiedisal combinations leading to the different
outcomes are applied to the entities still in pesgy to identify which of them one could

expect which outcomes for.

Chapter six: Conclusigrsummarises and discusses the results of thessmadyd brings

suggestions to further research.

The Appendicesne to four presents the tables forming the Hasithis thesis.



2. Theory chapter: recognised and non-recognisede facto-states

This chapter sets the stage for the thesis andides@and explainghatis going to be
investigated. It is constructed by two main pagtsng from a broad description of the
concept of states and state recognition to the seeified outcomes for the non-recognised
states. Part 2.1 focuses on recognised stategam&l sy discussing the juridical concept of
the state before moving to how states are createdvay their recognition is a problematic
issue. United Nation membership is used as a pianapternational recognition, so the UN

admittance process is clarified and its developrdestussed.

Part 2.2 focuses on non-recognised states: Wheyecttime from, how they are met, how
they survive and what ends they can meet. Aftesleatk on the different theoretical
perspectives regarding what causes recognitioa,Hjppotheses are established. They seek
patterns in the development trajectory of non-recsey states by investigating their
resources, ethnic composition, the involvementtbéoactors, and the level of democratic

institutions in the entity.

2.1 Defining the state

In order to examine non-recognised states, it @s®ary to first illuminate its contrast - the
recognized state. What the state is and how iteiated, recognized and admitted to the
United Nations will be examined in the first hatftbe theory chapter. The concept of what
constitutes a state is multi-faceted. Here, | stlalborate on the juridical and political
perspectives on recognised states. After thatll Idescribe the requirements for admittance in

the United Nations and how they have evolved siheerganisation’s creation.

2.1.1 Defining the state in international law: de@rative and constitutive theory

In this thesis, International law is loosely defiress regulating the legal positionsres
judicatabetween states in their position as such (Fleist®84, 17) and is generally seen as
valid through common law and norms rather thataogtional legal institutions (Fleischer
1994, 21-22). A state in international law is assdrto be the highest authority over a given
area (Fleischer 1994, 49). The precise definit®toaexactly what it constitutes is unclear,
and at what point each definitional criteria idiflédd. In addition, there are several instances

that can offer or deny recognition of the aspirstate. Acceptance by tiernational



community grants states the opportunity of pursuing politieaonomic and other activities
closed to non-recognised entities. There are nigatiocthis recognition, but it is here
interpreted in the following manner: a state ioggased by the international community fully

and wholly if it is a UN member state.

Here it is assumed that United Nations membefstdp serve as a proxy for international
recognition as acceptance would by definition miban the state is acknowledged by not
only the veto powers but also the majority of tileeo member states (The United Nations
General Assembly 1945 Rule 136 ). This would thesumthat there is a general acceptance
for the entity’s status amongst the other recoghgtates in the international community and

that it is bothde jureandde factorecognised.

That an area is defined as a state in internatiamagienerally means that it fulfils four
criteria and that it thus has the rights and duitiexccordance with this. These critérias
summarised by Fleischer (1994, 49 Italics in thgiwal. Author’s translation. ), are:
1. A state must have stable populatiorthat can renew itself and maintain the duties of
the state over time.
2. A state must havefaed territory.
3. A state must have arganised, central governmemapable of securingile of law
4. A state must have a certain levelkolvereigntylt is, however, not necessary for the
state to be completely independent.
5.
Fleischer also pointed out the need for stabiligmonstrating that the state can survive and

that the organisation and government are indeectitural.

International law presents two points of view relyag state recognition (Encyclopaedia
Britannica 2013, Hillier 1998, Fleischer 1994, Bek2005). The first igleclarative theory
in which a geographical entity is a state as lang &ulfils the necessary criterions stated

above. In this perspective, recognition is seea ere political factoipso post factpand it

% Jackson and Rosenberg (1982, 12) describes thésa@snmunity composed solely of states and the
international organizations formed by states”.

* The fact that Switzerland became a member asa902 does not indicate it was not recogniseoréehat
point. (The United Nations General Assembly 2002a).

> The criteria can be seen as a somewhat expandsidivef those known from the Montevideo convention
(1933Article 1). In Fleischer (1994), criteria 5alincluded the point that “a random group of benskttling in
an area does not make a state” and criteria 4hbe is in effect a gliding scale of sovereignty.



does not influence the states existence as suchisTeontrasted by the second viewpoint,
known asconstitutive theoryHere, the acceptance of others is the definingpfawho is a

state therefore hinges on who is recognised asnmt@n what technical criteria are fulfilled.

In practice, these definitions often overlap. Oaligw recognised states are not recognised in
both mannef’s As these criteria are open for interpretatiome@ountries recognise states
that others do nét

For this thesis, it is the entities that are sthiedeclarative theory without being so when
utilising the constitutive viewpoint that are irgsting. These are known as non-recognised or
de factestates (Kolstg 2006).

2.1.2 Internal and external state legitimacy

The distinction from declarative and constitutitiedry is also visible when discussing state
legitimacy. The concept of legitimacy will in thisxt be conceptualised as two functions.
These are 1) internal and 2) external legitimatwe first, internal legitimacy refers to the
belief of its citizens in the viability and justhtion of its existence as a separate entity
independent from the parent state. The second;nettegitimacy, concerns what status
already recognised states gives the entity. Ifran & accepted by others as a state, it holds
external legitimacy. (Bakke, O’Loughlin, and War@12, 6, Kolstg 2006, 724, von
Steinsdorff and Fruhsdorfer 2012, von Steinsdd®ft2).

Kolstg (2006, 724) explains how most states enfybte legitimacy, meaning that it is
accepted as such by both its inhabitants and sth&s. But, entities can have one without
the othef. Entities with only external legitimacy are knoam failed states (Krasner 2004, 84-
85, Kolstg 2006, 724-725) and are seedeagirestates though nate facto Contrastingly,
entities with internal legitimacy only ade factobut notde jurestates. The latter are the ones

who are interesting for this thesis.

® These recognised states who fail to comply wittideher’s criteria one to three are known as fatates An
example is Somalia, who is a recognised statergdboth territorial control and a stable, organisedtral
government (Failed States Index 2012). Entities gleaerally fulfil said criterions one to three mat number
four are not externally recognised and are desdritsee facto states (Kolsta 2006).

" Kosovo is, for instance, per December 2012 reamghby 95 UN member states (Kosovo Ministry of kpre
Affairs 04.12.2012) .

8 Examples externally recognised states with debéaternal legitimacy per 2012 can include Somaliho
is the home of between two and four secessiongstsafMesfin 2009) and Georgia, being in a simitsifon
(Ciobanu 2008).



2.1.3 State success defined as United Nations memsiép

To be able to discuss the outcomedg®factastates, it is necessary to define what constitutes
success and failure. The potential outcomes farttige of entity will be more closely

debated later in this chapter. United Nations mesibp will be used as a proxy measurement
for international recognition, because acceptantmethe union means recognition by all its
member states. | argue that this is a practical efagparating complete from partial success,
and thus making a distinction between entities pigtEby many states and those accepted by

all.

United Nations membership criteria and admissiomcpdures
UN membership is not the only measurement of statghand can be claimed to be a

conservative measurem@rithough other alternative measurements are pessi
membership is here considered the most practicalypvailable. Seeing that the
membership application evaluation is a two-steggse demanding acceptance both from the
veto states in the Security Council and two thotlhhe member states in the General
Assembly (The United Nations 07.12.2012b), any sfijmm to the existence of the state will
by definition be by a small minority and not byeto power. UN membership includes that
all member states must relate to the new membaiséste, regardless of whether or not they
voted in favour of the inclusion (Fleischer 1994;58). While other states might also be
major international players, the veto states agenbst powerful single members in the UN.
UN membership does not make an entity a statdt ndst certainly indicates the acceptance
of it.

In order for a political entity to be accepted asember state in the United Nations, the
following criteria must be fulfilled. First, a forahapplication must be submitted to the
Secretary-General. Second, it will be given toSeeurity Council for consideration. If the
Security Council recommends membership, the GeAasisgmbly will vote on the inclusion
of the new member (The United Nations General Asdg@hapter 14, Articles 134-138, The
United Nations 07.12.2012b). To be accepted, dipgesiote from a two-thirds majority of
the present states is required. The charter dithieed Nations states that hopeful states

specan be accepted for full membership if they actepiobligations declared in the Charter,

° Two other manners of counting states springs tanbut they do not allow for the same level of-sel
determination for its entities as a full UN memlbgpsdoes nor are they as accepted as statehoadiods: 1)
The United Nations also operates with a kind ofise@mbership which allows for entities being Peraman
Observers, but it does not constitute full memherahd they do not hold the same rights as comphetabers
(The United Nations 2013a, b). 2) 1SO 3166-1 [&t9 entities and includes autonomous areas asawell
independent states (1ISO 2013).



and if they “in the judgment of the Organizatiore able and willing to carry out these
obligations” (The United Nations 1945Article 4, 8en 1). Acceptance is thus not an
automatic procedure, and each hopeful member nppsg before it is to be considered.

The United Nations can also hinder recognition. &dgand Raic (2006, 101) shows how the
organization has directed non-recognition frommtmbers in cases of claims being based on
aggressiotf, systematic, racial discrimination or human righbusé' or denying self-
determinatiort” even in cases where the declaration of indeperdaidcnot lead to the entity

applying for membership status.

The United Nations does not endorse unilateratoeial changes to existing states.

Territorial integrity of member states is protecbgdthe declaration that they “shall refrain in
their international relations from the threat oe w$ force against the territorial integrity or
political independence of any state” (The Unitedidies 1945Article 2, section 4). The
Declaration on friendly relations (1970) attematseconcile the right of self-determination
and the right of territorial integrity. It statdsat the state must not discriminate against or
engage in oppressive behaviour towards any grooghsheat the state’s integrity is only
assured under certain obligations. Buchanan (1B8%/) demonstrates that the most common
argument for secession by those attempting itiseach on these principles. Pavkovic and
Radan (2007, 23) argues that while it could appeatrthe UN prohibits secession this
declaration makes room for a discussion on whaippressive and exclusive behaviour from
the state opens for self-determination triumphargtorial integrity. Exactly when, why and
how this can happen remains an open question,tddsging much debat&d Being vague,

the suggestions for narrowing down the criteriamagy and differing, and no final answer
has been identified (Hannum 1998, Birch 1984, B&G8y).

2.1.4 Creating new states: a terminology of secessi
The changing of borders on the geopolitical magnhefworld is a complex matter.
Investigating how states are created and how tieapgear is important for understanding

% For instance, The Turkish republic of Northern @ see UN Security Council resolution 541 (1983)

! see for instance the United Nation’s reactiorhtindependence declaration of Rhodesia (The Uhisibns
General Assembly 1968, The United Nations Sec@ayncil 1965b).

12 This argument was used by the United Nations vefedrating the independence declarations of bottariga
and Rhodesia (The United Nations General Assen@b81The United Nations Security Council 1965b,d,96
Council 1960, The United Nations Security Coun8i61a) .

13 See for instance the discussion sparked and elasbby Buchanan (1995, 1991, 1992, 1997) andwelioup
by amongst others, Hannum (1998) ,Gauthier (198d)vsiood (1981).
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the discussion of non-recognised states. New stagesreated on territory formerly

controlled by another entity. In other words, bynsoform of secessidh Though fully
recognising the importance of specificity, the agpic'secession” will be used as signifying

the creating of a new state from parts of thettawriof another throughout this thesis unless
otherwise stated. The focus will be on unilateegiessions that are not accepted by the parent

State.

Wood (1981) highlights the importance of a clearodéerminology when dealing with
secessionism. The exact meaning of the word “secession” is ested. He distinguishes
between “separatism” and “secession” by the degféeeir desire to be independent from
the state centre. Separatism is here seen asghe det to be further incorporated, whereas
secessionism describes the wish for less incorjpor@ivVood 1981, 109-110, Hechter 1992,
267). Both subcategories will be included here.

Secession, in whatever form it shows itself, ineludlaims of a justifiable right of self-
determination. The entity in question argues fergbwer of deciding for itself whether it
wishes to remain part of the parent state or notddstanding the rationale behind a decision
to leave is important in order to be able to evidule righteousness of the cause. Lloyd
(1994-1995, 432-433) discusses four criteriacfedible secessionist claimBhese are: 1)
systematic discrimination or exploitation againsizeable, selfletermined minority; 2) the
existence of a distinct, self-defined communitysociety within a state, compactly inhabiting
a region, which overwhelmingly supports separatism; 3) a realistic prospect of conflict
resolution and peace within and between the newolthstate as a result of the envisaged
self+rule or partition; and 4) the rejection of compromise solutions on the part of the central
government (see also Dugard and Raic 2006, 106jle\Wtese arguments are used by the
vast majority of non-recognised states to expldiy ey ought to be recognised, it is not
necessarily clear what is meant by them. Whatinfstance, is a “sizeable” minority, “realistic
prospects” and “overwhelming” support? The seenmmgpssibility of creating clear-cut
answers to in what situations an area can seceded#o a general fear of a so-called
domino-effect in which progressively smaller anch#ier areas create their own states (Beran
1984) .

14 As Beary (2008) shows, there is no shortage afsavéth separatist murmurings. Only few of them aggnto
become sufficiently strong to be classified atedactestate. Table 9on page 100 gives a list of consitibut
excluded entities.

15 See Pfirter and Napolitano (2006, 375-377) foraaerdetailed elaboration of different kinds of sien.
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The purpose of thde factestates examined here is assumed to be recognitistatehood,

which means splitting from their parent state amcteeding despite the opposition from the
latter. The exact manner in which they separateishe most interesting point here.
Regardless of their specific type of secession;nesngnised states are here seen as frozen or
unsettled conflicts where the secessionists havetiw territorial but not political struggle

(von Steinsdorff and Fruhsdorfer 2012, Simao 2&plnik 2012, Fawn 2008, 269).

Similarly, it is not interesting per se whether tieefactostate leaders have credible claims to
their secession. Their reasons for seceding arastteresting as their ability, and no
discrimination based on intent will be done. Thieeirent unclarity of Lloyd’s (1994-1995,
432-433) criteria opens for claiming them as fldtllin very differing situations. The

interesting point here is not the arguments butthaifest factors contributing to recognition.

2.1.5 State creation: a history in three waves

In their bookCreating new statesPavkovic and Radan (2007) identify two wavestates
creation taking place after the creation of thetethNation&®. Firstly, and largest, the wave
connected to the end of colonialism. Second, theeveannected to the dissolution of the
communist unions. The growth of members in the &thNations from the original 51 in
1945 to 19%' in 2012 is largely due to decolonization (Kohe®&®). This illustrates the
developments in which entities are admitted as UWiver states.

The first wave: decolonisation
Decolonization was facilitated by the UN Declarataf the Granting of Independence to

Colonial Countries and Peopt&$1960). A key feature in this process was theamodif uti
possidetis juri§’, where the bordersf the colonial entities would be maintained as the
borders of the new state (Pavkovic and Radan 2@bfe regions in former colonies
attempted secession from the newly independenhgatowhich they were placed, but these
were not accepted by the United Natfndn total, 80 UN member states and thiedacte
state&* were created during this wave (The United Nati@eseral Assembly 1955, The
United Nations 24.03.2013a, b).

'® This wave structure is also seen in Kolstg (2036).

" For a list of UN members and acceptance year,$eeUnited Nations (07.12.2012a).

18 Resolution 1514 (The United Nations 1960). The diées what entities considered as colonies inUtied
Nations (24.03.2013a).

9 As you legally possess.

2 Biafra is an example of such (Pavkovic and R&R0V, 22).

%L The de facto-states created in the first, decshiitn wave are Katanga, Biafra and Rhodesia.
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After this decolonization wave the creation of n&ates has become more difficult. Most of
the UN member states admitted after 1990 wereexlediie to the collapsing of the Soviet
Union and Yugoslavia (Kohen 2006, 2). While ThetgdiNations (1945) charter expresses
support for the right of self-determination it istlke same time negative to secession from
independent states outside of this framework. Packend Radan (2007, 23) argue that while
decolonization is the withdrawal of a territory tafled by another state but not part of it,
post-decolonisational state creation is anotheysktere, the territorial integrity of the
existing state is seen as clashing with the ridlset-determination of the peoples living in

the potential state.

As the debate on who should be considered as hauiigipt to secede developed, the need to
specify arose. While the colonies had this rigmeytwere not allowed to change the existing
borders. Nor was colonial domination an acceptadar to secede for any and all regions.
The United Nations adopted the so-called salt-waiegrion, signifying that only territories
that were “geographically separate” and “distirtbinecally or culturally from the country
administering it” were defined as non-self-govegnierritories with the right to secede
(General Assembly Resolution 1541 of The Uniteddtet General Assembly , quoted in
Pegg 1998, 139, see also Brilmayer 1991, 182, Lk8@#-1995, 425, Osterlund 1997, 181).

The second wave: communist union dissolution
The break- up of the Soviet Union and Yugoslavihttea multitude of new states being

accepted as UN member states. That their acceptarere generally unproblemétic
demonstrates that the UN now operates with tw@sdos where the question of admittance
is fairly obvious: former colonies - with a bodysd#a water between them and the centre -
and federal entities in collapsed unions. In tataleteen UN members and nifde facto-
states were created in this period (The UniteddwatD7.12.2012a, Pellet 1992, Council
1993b, Hilde 1999, Council 1993a).

The discussions arising after the decolonizatiahetpanded during the second wave were

22 Bosnia and Herzegovina experienced a plethoramptications after their application for indepenceerbut
at a structural level the case was fairly cleaeylWere accepted as a state by the Badinter coesvatid
swiftly incorporated as a UN member state in 19%Biwmonths of their declaration of independentlq
United Nations 07.12.2012a, Rich 1993, 48-50, OSTE¢ Greece - Former Yugoslavian Republic Of
Macedonia (FYROM) name dispute (seeThe HellenicuRép Ministry of Foreign Affairs) has also not
hindered FYROM'’'s UN membership status and genegnition. Sub-federal units like Vojvodina, Kosov
and Chechnya were rejected in their applicatiorsfate status.

% The de facto-states created in the second, ungsoldtion wave are Abkhazia, Chechn@agauzia, Kosovo,
Nagorno-Karabakh, Republika Srpska Krajina, RepabBrpska, South-Ossetind Transnistria.
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still valid. Despite the existence of the UN Deatson on friendly relations (1970) the
guestion was still open as to who holds the righgdparating from the territory of the state
they originated in, and for what reasons. Pavkawd Radan (2007, 23-24) point out that the
UN does not define what constitutes a people or twoghistinguish between groups. Creating
a new state is further complicated by the fact ¢mdy very few staté8 have constitutional
secession clauses, and those that have them tewd e very specific as to when it is
legitimate to secede and who is allowed to do swdiBnon and Brusco 2001, 1812). Chen
and Ordeshook (1994) argues that a reason foisttisit including such a clause is believed
to lead to increased risk of fractional struggghaving the option to opt out from the state
if only the protest is large enough, small, regldnastrations might be cajoled into larger
events causing much distress from the inhabitdrtsecarea.

A third wave?
In the years after the publication of Pavkovic &atlan (2007) there appears to be a new

trend manifesting itself in the relationship betwe®n-recognised states and international
actors. This could indicate that one is approachidgferent, more pragmatic attitude
towards these entiti&s With the decolonisation and union dissolutioniqus generally over,
the fear of a domino-effect might be less justiiald total of five UN member states and

elevende factestates fit into this categofy

Since the creation of thoe factestate in Taiwan after the Communist takeover ah&€lin
1949, there has been a small but steady stream faictb-states created outside of the two
scenarios presented by Pavkovic and Radan (208@&g€eTare not related to communist union
dissolution or to decolonisation as such. Bangladeast Timor, Eritrea, Somaliland and
South Sudan are in areas that have a colonialridtot their two-step process of secession
does not fit with the concept of decolonisationeYlhave seceded from areas that have

themselves seced@dor have split from an entity created by the merysvo or more former

24 Bordignon and Brusco (2001, 1812) identify Yugeilaand Ethiopia - both of which have experienced
attempted secession.

% The de facto-states created in the third waréajeuan, Bangladesh, East Timor, Puntland, SoutheSp
Eritrea, Iraqi-Kurdistan, North Cyprus, Somalilafidmil Eelamand Taiwan.

% The five recognised are: Bangladesh (1974), EasfT(2002), Eritrea (1993), Montenegro (2006), &udith
Sudan (2011) (The United Nations 07.12.2012a). l@eMontenegro’s admission can be considered a
continuation of the dissolution of Yugoslavia thbutappening over a decade after the rest. Switmbbacame
a member of the UN in 2002, but the statehood aff plarticular state has not been subject to quektoe.

27 Bangladesh broke loose from Pakistan, who itsléded from the English colony of India. For a tine
see for instance BBC (2013a) and Encyclopaediarrita (2013c).
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colonial entitie&®. The creation of North Cyprus has nothing to dthwliecolonisation or

union dissolution, and the same holds true fori{kagdistan and several other entifiés

Tamil Eelam is not in this wave as they broke loosarly forty years after Sri Lanka’s
independenc®. This is so long that it appears obvious theretrhbesomething else going on
than mere decolonisation. What is new is therefotehe existence of these entities, but the
treatment of them by the international societylifgloutside of the other two waves, these
are special cases and it appears that in theylases they have become to a larger and larger

extent treated as such.

The consequences of this are twofold. First, tieetlke actions and attitudes of international
society. Second, there is the behaviour and rleetdithe states-in-spe themselves. From the
first, international perspective, Hoch (2011, 8)-82vestigates trends in the development of
the European Union (EU), and notes a general ngassvay from the dichotomous notion of
either full recognition or full rejection of staséatus. After 2010, the EU seems to have
adopted the strategy of “engagement without redimgrif’, indicating more and closer
connections with the relevant entities. Hoch (2GLitther claims there is a changing rhetoric
from the EU, based in the idea that they wouldawrathfluence and ameliorate the situation on
the ground in these areas than firmly stand by fhrémciples of non-recognition and
contribute to harsh living conditions within themecognised state’s borders. If this is the
case for other states then only the EU membersstiateould mean an interesting change in

the international climate regarding state recogniti

From the perspective of the non-recognised statdels, we also see a change in debate
tactics and development focus. The latter is &rge extent based on the international
response to Kosovo’s struggle towards their detitar@f independence in 2088 The

“standards before status” policy introduced by Umited Nation Interim Administration in

8 East Timor, Eritrea, Somaliland, and South Sudarged with other former colonies to form the eesitihey
eventually seceded from. See for instance BBQAO{ 2011, 2012c, 2013c, f), Lloyd (1994-1995), BBC
(2013b), Encyclopeedia Britannica (2013g, k, h).

29 For more on the history of North Cyprus, see Foeglibuse (1998n), Altinay (2000), Bahcheli (2004): F
more on Iragi-Kurdistan, see for instance Freedamb@1998k), Carver (2002), Olson (2006).

30 Sri Lanka, then known as Ceylon, became indepérfdem the United Kingdom in 1948 (Encyclopaedia
Britannica 2013l). It was admitted to the UN asenmber state in 1955 (The United Nations Generad by
1955). Pegg (1998, 77) claims that Tamil Eelam ads factestate from 1986 onwards.

31 For example unofficial meetings with leaders efl@ociety organisations, supporting said orgaitses,
aiding humanitarian workt cetera See for instance (Civil Georgia 2010, ISS 2010).

32 See The Republic of Kosovo (2008) for the decianadf independence, and Kosovo Ministry of Foreign
Affairs (04.12.2012) for a list of those recognipitheir sovereign statehood.
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Kosovo (UNMIK) (2003) formalized the then new natithat Kosovo could be recognised if
it proved to have fulfilled certain democratic erit and upheld democratic standards. Its
subsequent recognition by several states in 2088eldleto an increased focus on structural
and organisational development in the post-Sowetnecognised states (see for instance
Caspersen 2008b, c), and there is no reason &vbatiwill not be affecting leaders of other
such entities as well. However, as Caspersen (3Q@8bts out, the recognition of Kosovo is
intended as aui generisand thus not as a precedent for other, similatti@as regarding the

other non-recognized states of the world.

2.1.6 Responses to state declaration

When a territory declares itself independent, thiernational society will have to react. The
hoped reaction is naturally recognition and acasg@abut this is by no means assured. The
international society is conservative regardinglieos, and particularly so for unilateral
secessions (Fawn 2008, Kolstg 2006, 736, Hoch Zdvkovic and Radan 2007, 23). If the
declaration is made by an application for UN mersbigr, the process is theoretically fairly
straight-forward. All applications for full membéip is evaluated by the Security Council,
and if they can support the request, it is setth@oGeneral Assembly for consideration (The
United Nations General Assembly Chapter 14, Arsid84-138, The United Nations
07.12.2012b).

This is not the only way of proceeding. Indepen@eren be declared without directly
applying to the UN. Examples include referendalateial declaration, or simply making it
clear in some manner that the region in questi@raips separately from the state it used to
be part of. If the declaration initially is bilatdr meaning that both the original and new state
agrees to it beforehand, there is no perceived@mkwith recognitior’. Relatively
uncontroversial events of this type will not belirted here. It is the more problematic
unilateral declarations that are in focus herduiiag those that eventually became

bilaterally accepted.

Responses from the UN and regional organisations
Should a secessionist area break loose from iteenstate, even without applying to the UN

for membership, the Security Council will evaluatieether they perceive the event a threat to

international peace. If that is the case they @ide to discuss an appropriate response, up to

¥ For instance, the dissolution of Czechoslovakia waelatively problem-free bilateral division, ahe Czech
Republic and Slovakia gained membership in the Utout delay (Hilde 1999, Council 1993a, Council
1993b).
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and including armed military action, though peatefaans are favoured (The United Nations
1945Chapters 5-9). In addition, regional organisatisuch as the African Uninmay

express opinions on the legitimacy of the propagtate. As mentioned above, UN
membership is used as a proxy for status as amesmfjstate, but this neither means that the
UN is the only organisation that entities can beeanembers of nor that states cannot
recognise entities without UN approval. Indeed, sdmfactestates are recognised by
several UN member states, though this is only #se dor a small minority of theth

Responses from the individual UN member states
Having territorial control over an area indicaties tack of armed forces there from the

parent-state. Anderson (2011) describes the siwat one where the war over the territory is
over, and the conflict moves to frozen stabilityother words, the conflict is not solved, yet
not actively fought over. Though the constant fefamilitary attacks often leads to militarised
societies and an official rhetoric focused on {Bigman and King 2012, 54), the de facto
states are on a rule ignored by international $pcldeir declarations of independefite
normally create little more than small rippleshie international, political climate. This

means that trade, political cooperation or anyo#egvity lending legitimacy to the leaders

is minimal (Caspersen 2008b, 13).

Wood (1981, 125-128) claims that contrary to wheg might believe, the parent state
normally reacts peacefully to declarations of irelegence from secessionist areas. He
presents two options for the parent state in sitaht®ns: Either forceful repression or
attempting to incorporate the region by giving gteonger autonomy. The first is very costly,
and carries with it only a small chance of suc@eske long run, though it can subdue the
conflict for a time. Wood (1981, 126) argues thggrassive reactions from the central
government carries with it a high risk of increasthe feeling of separateness amongst the
inhabitants of the secessionist area. To avoiahg-lasting conflict, he finds it is logical for
most governments to go for the second option. @atisnal reform increasing cooperation
and acceptance of divisions are seen as the nfmsérf way of reacting to secessfon

3 As it did when rejecting the proposed Azawad i tiorthern regions of Mali (The African Union 2012)

% Anderson (2011, 185) shows that the de factostatech have been recognised by UN member statesréu
not themselves members afdikhazia (Russia, Nicaragua, Venezuela, NauBigfra (Gabon, Haiti, Cote
d’lvoire, Tanzania, Zambiaj;hechnya(Georgia) Kosovo (95 statesy, Northern Cyprus (Turkey),South
Ossetia(Russia, Nicaragua, Venezuela, Nauf@jvan (22 statesy.

% Declaration of independence is here considereemis the process as it is assumed they do nddareeic if
they believe the possibility of obtaining it as quetely unfeasible or dangerous. For a list of \uheatities have
declared independence, see footnote 86 on page 42.

37 Brancati (2006) argues that regional autonomyicarease conflict by facilitating participation iegional
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Each state can decide whether or not to acknowlddgadependence of new states.
Acknowledgement can take the formdsf jureofficial recognition, ode factoby practical
actions making it clear that the state is assumdx tiegitimate and valid by for instance
commencing trade relations or talks with the eistipplitical leaders. Often states offde
factorecognition first, while they wait to see if thew state is actually viable befade jure
recognising it (Fleischer 1994, 55-57). In casesmlthe separating region does not belong to
the two abovementioned categories of being eitHerraer colony or having status as a
republic in a union that is dissolving, the mosinooon response is that of ignoring. Not
having trade partners or others to lean on maleesufvival of the non-recognised state
difficult and it can be problematic to imagine htvey manage to keep their internal
legitimacy for a long period of time facing sucttlé aid and having only few political

connections.

2.1.7 Summarising state creation

The first section of this chapter has defined tages In international law, the state must have
a stable population, a fixed territory, a governtraard sovereignty. In declarative theory, an
entity is a state if it fulfils these criteria. donstitutive theory, an entity is a state if it is
recognised as such by other states. A state canihternal and external legitimacy. External
means that it is accepted as a state by othesstaltde internal indicates it is accepted as
such by its population. These two are, as demdestraot always present at the same time.
For this thesis, state success is defined as laetly member state. New states are created
through secession, a concept which here enveldpssbaategories of the concept as long as
the separation is unilateral and not accepted éyp#nent state. The UN is not in favour of
altering the borders of existing member statesgjgixtor through decolonisation. They have
also opened for new states created after the dissolof the communist unions. These two
constitute the two largest waves of state creatioaddition, there has been identified a third

wave, unconnected with any major international gleaof the aforementioned type.

2.2 Non-recognised states and the world - the de facto state
The second half of this chapter describes thosesahat have failed at gaining international
recognition but still manage to continue existingdt least two years. This section describes

the concept of thde factestate, developments leading up to their creatiom they manage

politics and thus strengthen the feeling of distatacthe centre. Flamand (2013) finds that decksdtan
cannot prevent secessionist conflict.
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to continue existing for years despite being o@tsiflinternational society and what ends they
meet. Based on this information, | seek to identifyat can explain the development of non-
recognised states. Four factors are found, narhely tesources, their ethnic composition, the

involvement of other actors and the level of derabcrinstitutions within the entity.

2.2.1Thede facto-state
Before discussinge factostates, a clarification of what they are is neags¥olstg (2006)

defines it in the following manner.

“To be classified as a [de facto-state], a politi@ntity must fulfil three criteria. Its
leadership must be in control of (most of) theitery it lays claim to, and it must
have sought but not achieved international recagnias an independent state.
Finally, to eliminate a whole spate of ephemerditpal contraptions, | exclude those
that have persisted in this state of non-recognifar less than two years.”(Kolstg
2006, 724-725)

This definition is widely acceptéliand forms the basis for the selection of entitiethis
thesis.Ade factestate is thus an entity fulfilling the first threéthe state criteria set forth by
Fleischer (1994, 49). It is a state by declarateg,not by constitutive theory. Likewise, it
has internal legitimacy, but not external. It ipwntant to note that the concept does not only
apply to entities without clear outcomesdé factestate stops existing when it is admitted as
a UN member or reintegrated into its parent. Batween its creation and its disappearance
all entities included here ade factestates. In other wordsgé factestate” applies to both
present and past entities included in this tH&sis

The definition of a state in international law asmnarised by Fleischer (1994, 49) defines a
state as a territory havingstable populationafixed territory, anorganised, central
governmentcapable of securingile of lawand a certain level @overeigntyIn order to be
defined as a non-recognised state in this thémdetritory in question will have fulfilled
these claims without achieving international redtign as a state. As previously mentioned,
unproblematic secessions accepted without majaryd®f the parent state are not included
here. The focus is on those entities that arenbdi, that are not accepted as fully-fledged
jure states while at the same time not bedegactopart of their parent. The large number of
entities claiming, exercising or desiring self-detamation outside of their parent state means

the data selection will have to come as a resuttaxfe evaluation of several more criteria.

¥ See for instance Pegg (1998), Caspersen (200806a20v0on Steinsdorff and Fruhsdorfer (2012), wmBn
and King (2012).
39 Another concept that signifies the same candrerecognised state.
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2.2.2 Surviving as aefacto- state

Surviving as ale facte state is complicated. Having none or little ragtign, they have very
few options for international cooperation, they @aminimum of political contact with
others, and international trade, export and imjgddgically difficult to organise. Caspersen
(2008c), Lynch (2002) and Hoch (2011) details hba/rion-recognised states are often
thought of as criminal havens, ripe with organisgthe, human trafficking and smuggling.
The claims are frequently repeated by parent stdtespting to stop external interaction
with these entities. While such accusations araddo be overplayed, they still have
elements of truth to them. Non-recognised state®fen “built on shaky economic
foundations” and may not see other alternatives ttzving a shady economy (Byman and
King 2012, 51). Often, non-recognised states ateed “weak, poor and corrupt” (Caspersen
2008c, 117), but not uniformly §b Indeed, Kolstg (2006) and von Steinsdorff (2®)

finds that some perform better at several demaxeaatd institutional indicators than their
parent states. Often themselves emerging from némaeak states, the non-recognised states
generally have a poor starting point for their depeent of stable institutions and economic
growth (see for instance Mazrui 1995, Caspersei)2@aving a reputation as a criminal

region will necessarily make it even more diffictdtengage in cooperation with other states.

After the introduction of the “standards beforessé policy in Kosovo by the The United
Nation Interim Administration in Kosovo (UNMIK) (2XB), democracy and democratisation
have become focal points for many non-recognisaig #¢aders (Caspersen 2010a, 2, 2008c)
and some are indeed scoring higher on democratisuements than their parent states

(von Steinsdorff and Fruhsdorfer 2012, 204). Kosodeclaration of independence and its
subsequent recognition by multiple major stateschaised many a non-recognised state
leader and patron state leader alike to argudhieat is no reason why recognition of other
entities should be withheld (see for instance Cagre2008c, b).

Kolstg (2006, 2008) identifies five factors thal #ie survival of non-recognise states. The

most important is the process of nation buildingre the leaders of the entity attempt to

0 Non-recognised states are not alone in this. Reésed states can also be weak (Failed States RRIER),
poor (UNDP 2013) and corrupt (Transparency Intéonmal 2012). Taiwan is an example of a de facatesthat
is neither of the three (Freedomhouse 2012m, Nafiaster 25.02.2013). Both Somaliland and Puntlémaljgh
themselves troubled, scored better than their patate Somalia on these indicators(Arieff 200&e8lomhouse
2012h, i, Mesfin 2009, BBC 2012c).

“1 Scheindlin (2012) questions the validity of cartad-called democratic indicators, particularlerehda, in
non-recognised states.
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create a shared identity among the inhabitantasare backing from within (see also
Scheindlin 2012). Developing common points of refee and identity markers can be and
are done by for instance using propaganda, wréimdjteaching the history of the area and
cultivating traditions and national customs. Tlsigrequently done through upholding the
memory of the civil war that preceded the birttire# non-recognised state. Thus, a clear
image of us-versus-them can be maintained. Horsogiven to those that fought on the right
side, while the image of the enemy seeking thditeyhtion is kept in focus.

Kolstg (2006, 730-731) points out that the popatatifde factestates normally supports the
cause for independence. He argues this is bechaose opposing it are likely to have left
during the process of independence and supportersthe outside are likely to have
immigrated. But a focus on soft power is not theyavay to keep the public on your side. A
militarization of society is also a common manneugholding the existence of a non-
recognised state, creating what Caspersen (20B3acalls frozen situations of “no peace,
no war”. Relative to the size of the populatiorg thilitary normally constitutes a formidable
force (King 2001, 535, Kolstg 2006, 731-732). ldligidn, the parent state is by necessity
sufficiently weak - militarily, institutionally, pdically or otherwise - to not being able to
regain control over the territory. As long as cheostinues, the parent state is thus prevented
from launching full strength-campaigns to reintégrés lost land. However, not all parent
states remain weak. Both China and Russia aregssitates, both militarily and economically,

yet they have not completely regained control speetively Taiwan and Chechnya

Powerful patrons can play a large part in the dgv@lent of non-recognised states, both if the
relationship is officially acknowledged or simptpplied*?. The support may reach such a
high level that a master/puppet-relationship isibétere, the entity is so dependent on
external support from its patron that the lattenptetely dominates the aspiring state. A
symbiosis between the two might, however, be desirérredentist secessith Caspersen
(2010b) finds that this situation is less frequéain might be expected, and often

exaggerated. Indeed, the tables are sometimegituomepletel§*. Though non-recognised

*2 For example, Caspersen (2010b) points out the slgaport of Abkhazia and South-Ossetia by Russia i
2008, Byman and King (2012, 48) further mention $ais aid to Transnistria, Armenia’s help to Nagsrn
Karabakh and Turkey’s support of Northern Cyprus.

3 Such as Republika Srpska Krajina and Republikakerp desire to maintain and cultivate their Seldmtities
(Caspersen 2010b, 50).

“4 For instance, the Armenian president Robert Kdahas originally from Nagorno-Karabakh and hascewi
been the president there as well (The Republicrofekia 2013).
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states are often dependent on external patrongetiiees of subordination are highly varying
(Caspersen 2008a, 2007) . External support needniyptome from other states.
International organisations can likewise play imgot roles in the survival or disappearance
of seceded states through for instance taking swere of the basic functions of the state
(Kolstg 2006, 734-73%).

The importance of geographical and political posisiin the world is highlighted by Levitsky
and Way (2006) in their article “Linkage and Lewgga They claim that where a country is
situated and who it has relations with has a stedfegt on how it develops. The argument is
supported by Doorenspleet (2004) who finds a aéarct of a country’s role in the world
system having an “unexpected impact” on structdezelopment. Though not originally
discussing state recognition, the articles illustthe potential in having friends in positions
that can influence the opinions of other stategm&n and King (2012, 47) claim that it is
indeed the case that geopolitical positioning ipantant for the probability of the disputed
state being recognised.

2.2.3Defacto-state status: independence, limbo and reintegratio

Non-recognised states exist because their stoiveetognition is not obtained for an
elongated period of time. While some of them fioatindefined positions for several years,
most of the entities that have come into existesngee the creation of the United Nations
have reached an end. A few have been recognisgtdtas and have received UN
membership. For most of them, the end result ferdiht. They either become reabsorbed into
the parent state with no special status, they raasdmpromise with the parent state securing
increased autonomy, or they are integrated in fhanon state (Kolstg 2006, 735). Seeing as
none of the entities identified in this thesis haeeome part of their patron state, it will not
be possible to analyse this specific type of evélttat gives three categories: independence,

limbo and reintegration.

Independence is a rare outcome. Only four of trentwthreale factestates included in this
thesié® have reached independence: Bangladesh, Eritreith Sodan and East-Timor. That

the number is so low is not surprising, since cagese independence is expected and easily

“>The EU has taken an active interest in promotematracy in Nagorno-Karabakh (Sim&o 2012). Kosovo
sees a high level of positive involvement by therinational society via EULEX (23.01.2013) and NAR©
FOR (2013) while Katanga was brought to its knestlypby a UN intervention (The United Nations Seiyu
Council 1961a).

“ A discussion of the data selection and includeiies is found in the Data chapter.
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juridically defendable are not expected to haveosracted period of non-recognition before
they are included as UN members. In addition, &g RP£998, 220) points out, there are many
organisational and normative obstacles potentiés have to overcome.

Being in limbo means having an undetermined outcdrhe process is yet unfinished. These
entities vary in their degree of recognition (P&§§8, 209-220). Some are accepted by
multiple states, while others are merely ignoredloyost everyorié. Their undecided

position does not mean that their developmeniiein. They are constantly attempting to
reach their goal of independence, be it via exdortike techniques or institutional
restructuring (Byman and King 2012, 51). Evolutiomslegree of recognition can be difficult
to spot, and may come in different forms. Offerargetracting recognition is not the only
way of showing support and acceptance of a nongreésed state. Development in trade and
political contact might be indicators of changesiatus, even though no official

proclamations are made.

Failing as a non-recognised state can have diffenéicomes, namely an increase or decrease
of self-government, or maintaining te&atus quo anfé& (Kolsta 2006, 764-738, Pegg 1998,
209-220). In practice, this has two outcomes: Skime of federal agreement can be reached
with the central government, allowing an autonomstasus to the secessionist dfea
Otherwise, the formerly non-recognised state besduily absorbed into the parent state and
functions as any other part of the country. In taise it might keep its old forfhor have its
borders redrawi.

2.2.4 ldentifying causal conditions and hypotheses

Here, theories on what causes which outcomedddactoestates are discussed. Four topics
are presented, and from them five hypotheses regpifluence on the outcomes of the
included de facto-states are formed. The topicd pEeconomic situation, 2) Involvement of
international actors, 3) Ethnicity as a state fatiwh, and 4) Democratic institutions. From
these four, five hypotheses are extracted. Theppeeationalized in the Methods chapter,

after having discussed the method of choice.

" Alist of entities in limbo and their recognisean be seen in footnote 35 on page 17.

8 That is, the level of autonomy they had beforestgessionist conflict erupted.

9 For example, partial autonomy was granted RepalSitpska (Kolsta 2006, 738).

0 As an example, Chechnya still has its old bor@€odstg 2006, 738).

*L For instance: Biafra’s borders were completelgrald after the conflict ended (Commision 2013, @aho
2002, The Robinson Library 2012).
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The hypotheses are presented individually, buténainalyses the focus will be on seeking
effects of their combinations. They are presemdtvidually because the theoretical
background to the hypotheses all focuses on thgeimée of the specific, discussed factor. No
combined hypotheses have been possible to disaemthe literature included here, and they
are thus kept in their single form to provide thamce of testing them as they are presented.
The hypotheses below present the direction in whaith one is expected to influence the

outcome. They are assumed to work together, lhat manners are yet unclear.

Seeking patterns in the development of non-recegrssates is a complicated project. The
difference in the background of these regions mightoo great for any meaningful
interpretation to be made. They come from diffetenes and situations. They have high
variations in resources and political systems ardspread over several continents. The
factors ultimately determiniiigtheir outcomes is, according to Pegg (1998, 22d)jn their
control. Still, they often look to each other faspiration and information (Pegg 1998, 167-
170, Caspersen 2008b, Fawn 2008, Charney 2001 )etbgnition of one non-recognised
state by a UN member leads to reactions from therstand possible parent and patron states
as well with demands for equal treatment. Stibestigating whether such patterns exist is
important. The findings can indicate directionsfidgure research regardless of whether any
pattern is found or not. Likewise, the energy @& tion-recognised states could be more

effectively spent if effects of the included fagt@an be discerned.

The following topics and causal conditions are fibbyg studying articles on single cases or
small groups ofle factestates singling out what appears to be the mashiment factors. It

is not intended to be an exclusive list. It is mafter assessing both credibility and frequency
of the arguments made by other researchers. Thassitbat it is researcher-dependent and its
explanatory strength potentially weakened by orarssif important factors. In order to avoid
this as much as possible, it is important to useiltitude of sources. If the analysis chapter
reveals contradictory outcomes for entities with same developmental trajectory and
matching causal combinations, a further discussigotentially missing factors must be

included. Some arguments have been consideregxblutded. Reasons for this include being

2 pegg (1998, 224) identifies three main factorkigricing the outcomes of the non-recognised statriggle
for recognition: 1) acceptance by the parent s@tejassive and prolonged human rights violatians, 3)
force. Factor one is irrelevant here, as only motatic secessions will be included. Factor tweensagain in
the search for omitted causal conditions in thdyamachapter. Factor three has not been examined.
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1) mentioned only by one or few authtr®) receiving the same value on all or nearlyéll

the dat&®, or 3) being used to explain the outcome of omig or few entities.

Topic 1: Ethnicity as a state foundation
Causal condition A: Ethnicity as state foundation

H1: Having an ethnic base increases the chancast@mnational recognition

The causal condition and hypotheses presentecahetgased on discussions regarding the
importance of ethnicity as an identity marker aisceifect on the development of ttie
facto-state. This involves point one in Fleischer’s (4999) criteria for statehood in
international law, namely the need fostable populationlt examines the population of the
non-recognised state and compares it with thasgdarent.

The principle to self-determinatidhis described in the Charter of the United Natifftse
United Nations 1945) Articles 1(2) and 55, and midde 2 of (The United Nations General
Assembly 1960) is described as a right all peopéa®. On the surface this might seem
straight-forward, as one might simply ask the peaghether they wish independence. But, as
(Pegg 1998, 138) illustrates, the complicationsnaaay. For who are the people? And what

about the territorial integrity of the parent state

Both the UN charter and Resolution 1541 come witldifications, attempting to narrow
down the number of groups being entitled to setedeination (see a discussion in Pegg
1998, 136-142) . This is also strengthened in padty generally only allowing statehood to
post-colonial entities and federal units after mniollapse. The perceived discrepancies
found between the articles granting the right tb@etermination and those rejecting it are at
the core of many fights for independence. One re&sothis is that the main distinction
between decolonisation and secession can be sh&lsonply geographical distance, and

that there are thus inconsistencies in the apmicatf the norms (Pegg 1998, 140, Buchheit

%3 |slam (1985, 212) argues that one of the reasdysBangladesh was recognised is its geographipalration
from its parent state. This is ignored here, &sribt a repeated claim by others or in other sitna and only
can be used to describe Anjouan, Bangladesh, Rizgdeswan and Transnistria.

**Both (Haugland 2008, 70-75) and (Islam 1985) fimak the level of human rights violations prior he t
attempt at being accepted as a state has an intj@agever, the causal condition is not translatahlieof the
entities included have a violent background. Tlate of them suffered long bouts of violence froirtiparent
state before the war that led to secession iseomdidered interesting here.

> Haugland (2008, 70-75) find that the status asr&dentity contributes to the likelihood of beiregognised.
As Eritrea is the only former federal entity in mhgta set, this variable is excluded.

%% See Kamanu (1974) for a discussion on territamigigrity versus the right of self-determinatiorpiost-
colonial Africa.
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1978, Collier and Hoeffler 2002, Demissie 1996-199he potential for secessionist
conflicts are more strongly illuminated when onesiders that the majority of states are in
fact comprised of a multitude of ethnic groups (GVAarld Factbook 12.02.2013).

Wood (1981, 112-116analyses preconditions for successful secessiahfjrzas that a
concentration of one main ethnic group appearsdease the de facto-state’s chances.
Similarly, both Hroch (1998), and Guiberneau amc R2012) illustrate the power of
ethnicity as a rallying poinSeveral of the de facto states that have existex $he creation

of the United Nations have come in the form of timigal group that wishes to separate from
the other ethnicity of the parent state and go fb@img a minority in one state to a majority

in their owr’.

Summarising, it is clear that the theories arga¢ tlaving a distinct ethnicity different from
the population in the rest of the parent is assutondx positive for the chances of

recognition.

Topic 2: Democratic institutions
Causal condition B: Level of democratic instituscms compared with the parent state

H2: Having a higher level of democratic institut®than the parent state increases the

chances of international recognition

This argument revolves around the abilities ofatiministrative organization of thie facte
state in comparison to that of its parent. Durimg last ten years or so, a new discourse
regarding non-recognized states has arrfzdtican be seen particularly in the international
society’s reactions to the situation in Kosovo Héhne states who recognizééosovo

argued this was possible due to its strong levelenfiocrac$f. This line of arguments have
also been seen in the contact recognized statesvitty entities such as the present-day post-
Soviet ones and Taiwan (Hoch 2011). The argumetddmocratic institutions improve a de
facto state’s chances of obtaining recognitioriss aut forwards by Pegg (1998, 42).
Caspersen (2008b) argues that though both thend$a EU refuse that the recognition of

Kosovo should set precedence for what is requoedther states to be accepted, it could still

°" Abkhazia, South-Sudan and Biafra are example® d&cto-states with an ethnic foundation. Entisiesh as
for instance Eritrea and Transnistria are examplidlse contrary.

8 This is described in the sectidrthird wave?n pagel4.

9 Alist of who recognises Kosovo is seen in throtighKosovo Ministry of Foreign Affairs (04.12.2012

% For a discussion on this argument, see for instg§@aspersen 2008b, Fawn 2008, Slomanson 2009, BBC
2010, The United Nation Interim Administration imgovo (UNMIK) 2003, NATO 1999).
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have political consequences.

Several non-recognised state leaders argue tKasifvo could be recognized due to its
democratic institutions, they should thoAfter the introduction of «standards before
status® for Kosovo in 2003, the focus of many leaders a§tFSoviet non-recognized states
has been on strengthening and putting the limebgralready existing democratic and
institutional credentials. They argue that theyhdug be recognized, particularly seeing that
they have a higher level of democracy than theiemastates (Caspersen 2011, 338, 2008b,
2012a).

The claim of an influence of democratic level conggito the parent state can also be seen in
the evaluations ade factestates in the literature. For example: In her ysialof Nagorno-
Karabakh and its parent and patron, Caspersen &@b2cludes that the lack of stable,
democratic institutions has checked Nagorno-Karakakevelopment towards a solution and
kept it existing as a non-recognised state.

This corresponds to part three of the criterionstatehood in international law, namely
having “anorganised, central governmemapable of securinglle of law” (Fleischer 1994,
49). The arguments presented here indicate thia¢ de factestate is more successful than its

parent in this, it is more likely to be recognisesda UN member state.

While non-recognised state leaders argues thaptingeKosovo should lead to an acceptance
of the post-Soviet satellites, the EU claims Kos®va one-off situation (Caspersen 2008b).
But structural stability and democracy - particlylan otherwise unstable or closed regions -
has shown to be beneficial for the recognitiorfafinstance Somaliland (Arieff 2008, 67-

70) - at least in practice if not officially. Howery how democratic institutions affect state
recognition is unclear. Haugland (2008, 68) firu=sré to be no correlation between

institutions and international accept.

This hypothesis is thus meant to test the clairasttie democratic level of thie factestate

®1 See for instance (Smolnik 2012) and (CasperseB2L3).

62 «Standards before status» refers to the Stanftaré®sovo and how the entity would have to fulfiese
criteria before being able to be considered aata $The United Nation Interim Administration in $@vo
(UNMIK) 2003).
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matters for its recognition - particularly in redat to its parent.

Topic 3: Involvement of international actors
Causal condition C: UN veto power opposition

H3: Opposition from a UN veto power decreases ttances of recognition
Causal condition D: UN veto power support

H4: Support from a UN veto power increases the charof recognition

The hypotheses presented here are founded on amgginegarding support or opposition by
UN veto holders. The underlying reasons for theiolvement is not evaluated, nor is it
possible to discern them from the data collecteda¥is investigated here is not why these
states involve themselves, but what the effect isf i

That international support is important for the tioe survival ofde factestates is argued by
both Kolstg and Blakkisrud (2008), Kolstg (2008hiyama and Batta (2012) and Hoch
(2011, 74). This is both because contact with atiean help economically and militarily, but
also because the recognised friend might convittoere to support thee factestate as well.

Similarly, opposition can prove fafal

Though UN membership admissions are few and favdmt for entities not part of the
decolonisation or post-union dissolution waves thie is not set in stone. Wood (1981, 130-
133) explains that exceptions might happen in dlsmaber of cases where “strategic,
economic, or ideological motives override the mayaservative tendency” of not supporting
secessionist claims. His example is Banglafesihose recognition was aided by India’s
intervention. But, as Wood (1981, 133) stressasing external support is not the same as a
guarantee of eventual acceptance by others. N slggport for one non-recognised state
mean that the big power will be generally supperti all such clainfS. UN veto power
support is not synonymous to UN membership acceptarUN veto opposition and support

is changeable, and initial rejection does not iatigpermanent exclusith

8 Katanga is a good example ofla factestate stopped in its tracks by international ineatent(Hughes 2010,
Islam 1985).

8 Another example is Taiwan, who is protected frohin@ by the USA (Kolsta 2006, 733).

% As seen with the USSR, who supported Bangladestvént against both Katanga and Biafra (Pegg 1998,
131). A contemporary example is Russia, who isgpasition to Kosovo while supporting several of post-
USSR-entities (Fawn 2008, 274, UNPO 2009, Ciobd@082121, Caspersen 2008b, 1, BBC 2010).

® This can be seen in for instance South-Ossetia,isveupported by Russia but is not a UN memb¢e sta
(Slomanson 2009, Nichol 2008, Global Security 2011b

" The changeability of UN veto power opposition islvillustrated by Bangladesh who was initially oged by
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The potential power of big actors is underlined whensidering how the veto powers can
block application processes in the UN Security oiltf International actors going against
the desire of independence of secessionist aréasrid to decrease the area’s chances of
recognition (Haugland 2008, 68). This position israred in the realist paradigm which
states that power is the currency of internatioakdtions (Slaughter 1995, 507, Haugland
2008, 26) which leads to the assumption that aadir strong and recognised state will hold
great sway over others and can retard or evenast@spiring state in its attempts at
becoming an included member of the internationeietsp. Lack of opposition from an
international power is found to be important fog tthances of international recognition
(Haugland 2008, 73).

UN veto holders are the most powerful single stateliscussions of admittance of new
member states, as they can stop the entire prbgdaging down veto&s (The United
Nations 07.12.2012b). One can assume that thigpoan be extended to also include
relations with other member states. Thus, if onthem is positive to the recognition of one
de factestate it might be able to convince others thay #teuld be so too. Due to their veto
position, and their generally strong position ie@amic, military and other questidfisthey
are here assumed to hold potentially leading rioléise process towards recognition or

rejection.
Summarising, it is assumed that being opposedppated by a UN veto holder can
potentially be very important for the success dufa of non-recognised states.

Topic 4: Economic situation significantly differdrdam the parent state
Causal condition E: Economic level significantlyfelient from the parent state

H5: A different economic level than the parentesiatreases the chances of recognition

China but became a UN member state in 1974 (TheetdiNations General Assembly 1974, USUN
13.05.2013).

% As illustrated by the USA effectively blocking Batinian bid for membership (Negroponte 2002, The
Negroponte Doctrine 2003, Spillius 2011, Vick 20Ktever and Vaccarello 2011, Ravid 2011).

%9 Of course, UN veto states are not the only oneisdén influence the future of these entities. Baaesh, as
previously mentioned, was strongly aided by Inditafn 1985, 218, Akram 2006, 29, The United Nations
General Assembly 2004, 15, USUN 13.05.2013). ShtyjlArmenia has been vitally important for Nagorno
Karabakh (Hughes 2001, 14, BBC 2012e, CasperseBa2367-368). For a list of states supportingppasing
de factestate see Appendix 4.

0 Levitsky and Way (2006) discusses the powersatéstin international relations, and argue thatesstates
are more powerful than others. Veto states angnaesd in this thesis to be part of the categorytervery
influential.
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For most secessionist areas, economy is an impdaetor (Buchanan 1995, 58-60). Collier
and Hoeffler (2002) and King (2001) all argue frdifierent perspectives how secessionist
entities with a significantly different economicgiiion are likely to attempt divorcing
completely from their parent state. Further, thermational society is also apt to react to
conflicts if economy is an important manifest goat cleavage. This is supported by Islam
(1985, 213), who claims that one of the reasonK#tanga conflict faced such a harsh
international reaction was its obvious economisglegt. The Biafra conflict, on the other
hand, had a lower economic foundation and is clditogherefore face a lower level of

international reactioris

Anesi (2011) investigates the role of economy aession development and finds that what
matters is not which party of the conflict has thest resources, but whether economy plays a
central role (see also Acemoglu and Robinson 2808, and Ziblatt 2006). Entities where
economy plays an important role for the desireskmession are argued to be more likely to
achieve success then entities without an obvioasaical aspect. Should the resources be
evenly spread, Anesi (2011) finds that the cor@tatlisappears. Hence, conflicts in which an

economic cleavage is important are expected to imaveased chances for success.

To summarise, the argument claims tatfactestates with a significantly different economic
level from their parent - in either direction - amere likely to succeed in gaining UN

membership than those with roughly the same level.

2.3 Chapter summary

The purpose of this chapter has been to provideckdoound for understandinlg facte

states. The concept of state is described vianatemal law and internal and external
legitimacy. UN membership status has been chosarpasxy for recognition. Two state
creation waves are results of official UN policyadlges: the decolonisation and communist
union dissolution waves. A third, potential wavesveéaimed, consisting of those new states
that do not fit into the two previous categoriesvas argued that recognition of these entities

was becoming more frequent as the distance tonth@ther categories increased.

"L That is not to say the conflict was ignored byititernational society. See for example The Robirisbrary
(2012), Nafziger and Richter (1976), and Post 896
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The second section turnedde factestates and their existence. They are found to have
highly heterogeneous backgrounds, but have in camtimat they are born through war.
Though often considered as weak, poor and corsgpte of them display higher levels of
democracy than their parents. They often depenghtmons to survive, but many stand alone.
The entities can face two kinds of ends: successedognition as a UN member state and
failure through some form of reintegration intoithgarent. Entities without clear outcomes

are still in limbo. Much internal variation exists.

Using existing theory, five causal conditions witgrtaining hypotheses were identified.
These are as follow€ausal condition A: Ethnicity as state foundati@;Level of
democratic institutions as compared with the pargate; C: UN veto power opposition; D:

UN veto power suppoendE: Economic level significantly different from tharent state.
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3. Data chapter: onde facto-states

This chapter will provide a more close discussibthe criteria needed to be included in this
analysis. There will be two main parts. The firattgconsists of an attempt to give an
operational definition of the non-recognised statilg both a negative and a positive
description and will end by providing a list of titentified entities from the creation of the
United Nations until 2012. The scope and purpodéethesis is defined, and the case

selection criteria are developed.

The second part seeks to illuminate the diverdetyisnd development of tlte factestates
and contains descriptive analyses of the entifies.latter investigates whether there are any
obvious patterns that can aid in understandingtheomes of the non-recognised states, and
focuses on the four topics presented in the theloapter. These are 1) State foundation:
ethnicity or geography2) Democratic institutionj)r8/olvement of international actors, and

4) Economic situation significantly different frotine parent state.

3.1 The scope and purpose of thethesis

The scope of the thesis has been set as fromeh&am of the United Nations in 1945 up
until and including 2012. If any entities had beemated before 1945 or was nearing
fulfilment of the criteria immediately after 201thjs could have caused a dilemma regarding
whether or not to include them after all. This hasbeen a problem, as de factestates
existing immediately before 19%5have been found, and no entity existing in 2012 ha
existed for only a little less than two ye@rd he included entities stem from all continents
and all backgrounds, and are elected based onitbaacdiscussed below.

The purpose of this thesis is to seek patternsadendify whichde factestates achieve
recognition and UN membership status, and whaafadl are reintegrated into their parent
state. In other words, which factors lead to wioakcomes? This includes seeking the causal
combinations behind both success and failure,deroio examine whether any common

patterns exist, or whether their developments arelp individual and non-generalizable. In

"2 Manchukuo could have been relevant, as it exited 1932-1945. Its break-down in 1945 makes if@nio
reject, as it existed for no more than one yeainduhe time investigated here and thus missesitbeyear
criterion. In addition, it is described as a Jagareuppet-state and would have been dismissechbgribund
alone anyway. For information on Manchukuo, seérfstance Encyclopaedia Britannica (2013j) and Duara
(2004).

3 The identified entity closest to reaching the tyear mark is Azawad, which was created in the gpofr2012
and declared independent on April 6th that year.rkare information, see Acherif (2012) and Morga@i2).
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addition, it applies the knowledge from the comgudiete factestates to those still existing.
The purpose of that is to see which of the lattatam their trajectories and thus can be
expected to have the same outcomes. It followsotie of Lijphart’s (1971) hypothesis-
generating category. According to Van Evera’s (1%5j definition, it could be called a
theory- generating study. Using Yin’s (2008) cléesations would place it in the exploratory
category. Though the categories are different, #llegescribe the purpose of the
investigation: seeking to find out what causes Whuatcomes fode factestates.

No corresponding meta-analysis has been performalll de factestates existing after the
creation of the UN before ndfv While several studies of single cases and grofipases
exist, there is a distinct lack of comparative gsial of non-recognised states and how they
develop. This means that while the selection oésasll have to be restrictive in which
entities it includes, the analysis in itself sholb&open and inclusive in order to discover as
many patterns as possible. In other words, thesahemust follow a clearly stated list of
criteria”®. The analysis, as will be described in the Methanis Analysis chapter, will be very
open to varying interpretations of developments\ailidnake use of descriptive analyses in

addition to the main QCA-investigation.

How the cases for analysis are selected can, ade5€i990) shows, have an impact on the
end result of the analysis. One particular poirticlv is supported by Mahoney and Goertz
(2004), Ragin (1997) and Ragin (2000), is thahefimportance of negative cases. Mahoney
and Goertz (2004) introduce tRessibility Principle This states that negative cases should
be chosen if it is possible that the outcome adrigdgt could have appeared there. If it, on the
other hand, is impossible that the outcome shopietar, the case should be considered
irrelevant and thus not included in the examinatidns is done so as to maximise the
validity of causal inferences and is particuladiervant for exploratory research such as this
thesis (Mahoney and Goertz 2004, 653). It is ssamanteresting for the case selection
process which outcome the entity has had, or everther it is still without a clear
conclusion. The cases are not chosen due to thasess or failure in obtaining statehood, but

because they are or have béerfactaestates in the specified time period.

" Pegg (1998), Kolsta (2006), Haugland (2008) ansb€esen and Stansfield (2011) provide notable eires
but their work is either too old to include all iies anno 2012, focus on the creation and sustenaithe
entities rather than on their outcomes or examiffierdnt variables with a different scope and pwthan this
thesis.

> For a discussion on the perils of concept straghind the watering out of concepts, see Sart®rq)L For
more inclusive selection designs than the stringestused here, see Collier and Mahon Junior (1993)
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3.2 The selection of data

The cases are selected on the basis of a sea$istllon the criteria developed by Pegg (1998)
and Kolstg (2006). Potential cases failing to fudfi the positive criteria are excluded.
Likewise, cases demonstrating any one of the @itisted in the negative list by Pegg (1998)

are not included. Excluded entities can be sefialnte 9 on page iii in Appendix 2.

3.2.1 Case selection criteria

As already stated, the basic description of whatrarecognised state is, comes from Kolstg
(2006, 724-725), who defines a non- recognize@ stata political entity that has 1) control
over most of the territory it claims, 2) has sougdtognition as a state without receiving it
and 3) have existed for more than two years. Thi#eshanalysed in this thesis will be chosen
on a basis of this description. However, some $igation and additional discussion is
necessary. The specifications following each ofligted criterions will generally lead to
specified exclusion of potential entities, but tetiscussions on who are included unless
they are cases of potential doubt that requirequéar attention and justification. This is
simply because all of the entities fulfil all ofetihequirements. After the case selection criteria
have been evaluated, the complete list over entitit be presented in Table 1on patje

The end selection is not assumed to be exhaustivis it expected to be taken as un-

debatable, due to the necessarily unclear statligrajectory of this kind of entity.

Byman and King (2012, 46) specify that there mastdnflicting claim to sovereignty over
the territories. This claim is naturally part oétbelection tools as areas with only one
claimant cannot be contested. There is no limggographical location. The included states
must have come into existence after the creatidgheofJN, meaning after 1945. The upper

year limit for inclusion is 2012.

Based on the criteria set forth by Fleischer (198%) Kolstg (2006), the basic structure for
the selection is therefore as follows:

1) Population

2) Fixed territory/ territorial control
3) Government

4) Having sought recognition

5) Length of existence

6) Discussion of cases of doubt
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Pegg (1998, 28-42) identifies a negative set ¢éa, meant to exclude those territories not

fitting in the category ofle factestates. These are:

a) Power vacuum

b) Terrorist groups

c) Entities that do not seek international recognition

d) Puppet states

e) Peaceful secessionist regions

f) States internationally recognised by a minimumaaf permanent UN Security
Members or by a majority of the members in the Geressembly

g) Short term entities lasting fewer than two years

Pegg’s negative criteri@)-d) andg) will be discussed under the appropriate headlng®

and will be represented by cursive writing. Hislagmn ofpeaceful secessionist regioiss
here seen as a matter of course, as such anisraggumed to cooperate with the central
power of the parent state in lieu of existing adetsdf it as thele factostates included hefe
Seeing as UN membership is used as a proxy famiatienal recognition, the precise number
of member states recognising an entity is not camsd relevant. The point of interest is first
and foremost whether or not it is a full UN memf@dre number of states offering recognition
is potentially interesting if analysing the devetggnt of the level of recognition of tioe
facto-state and its potential support or opposition fiatarnational powers. Here, there is no
fixed upper limit for inclusioff.

1) Population

The criterion of having a population is here seesteaight forward. A group cannot claim a
territory for itself if none of the people of theogp live there. Naturally, this does not mean
that it is necessary for each and every membenypatential ethnic majority or generally
interested group to be living on the territory. Tampulation numbers of the UN member
states vary from nearly one and a half billion imr@ to less than ten thousand in Nauru (CIA
World Factbook 22.02.2013), so the size of the faimn does not appear to be of high

importance for recognition.

® peaceful secessionist entities are for instanc®cb#and and Catalonia. See Barnes (2012) or IC¢264.3).
7 Alist of which of the still existing entities arecognised and by whom can be seen in footnon3fage 16.
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2) Fixed territory/ territorial control

Controlling “most of the territory” will be definedn a gliding scale. Both Pegg (1998, 47)
and Dugard and Raic (2006, 60) point out that salmeady recognised states are without a
clearly defined bordé?, so a too stringent requirement would mean runttiegisk of

making the selected data worthless. Therefordjrtieis being set at holding at least the
majority of the claimed aréa It can be difficult determining what the claimaaa actually

is, depending on who made the statements and ihfotza There will necessarily have to be
a certain degree of ad hoc evaluations in detemitiiis. Polisarity controlling as little as
one third of Western Sahara (Kolstg 2006, #2@)eans that the entity cannot be included.
Tibet controls none of its claimed area despitarakiad a long-living government, and is
excluded. The Palestinian Authority is also exctuds it controls only little of the West
Bank®, and in 2007 this level became even smaller, wihemas split from the organisation

and claiming control over Gaza (Black and Tran 3007

Seeing as no state controls an area mired in lastipp civil war (McNemar 1967, 14-16),
areas who have succeeded in removing the centnadpaf the parent state without managing
to implement its own will be exclud® This last criterion is based on the idea thatalct
territorial control is not present during war. Thigl also mean that any de facto state falling
into all-out war with itself, its parent state aryaother will have the start of the war as a cut-
off point.

3) Government

Having a government does not signify having a deatexleadership (Raic 2002, 62), nor
does it signify any particular set of governmesstiitions. Seeing as a numfenf
recognised states have experienced having weal oemtral authority while still remaining

part of the international society of states andfpdieated as such by other states, this is not a

8 Their example is Israel, but also Sudan and S8utlan are in this situation (Lloyd 1994-1995, Dagé#1).
"9 Caspersen (2012b, 11) uses two-thirds as a bemkHarehow much of the area claimed ithe factestate
must control.

8 polisario, or Frent®opular deLiberacién d&Saguia el Hamra fRio deOro, is recognised by the UN as the
representatives for the Saharawi people and WeStgnara (The United Nations General Assembly 1979).
81 A share made even smaller due to the extensiwemlant of Moroccan mines along the separating wall
(Gegic and Harutyunyan 2008).

% The West Bank is divided into three kinds of smtsi each governed to a specific degree by Israktre
Palestinian Authority. See Oslo Il (1995). Forsd bf sovereign states recognising Palestine, keePRlestinian
Liberation Organisation (2011).

8 Thus excluding Bougainville (Regan 2008, Ghai Regian 2006, Cornish 2010, Laracy 1991, Islam 1991).
8 The Failed States Index (2012) provides a lisb@fmples.
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clear-cut concept (Pegg 1998, 47-49). Howeverxbiuee areas that are mainly a result of
power vacuunor that are best defined as a territorially baseabrist group it is clearly
important with some form of central power in plalrethis thesis, it will entail having a clear
authority that generally is able to demonstratgagernance throughout the area. But, that
does not mean other forces cannot be in play.llitowly signify that one of these forces is by
far the most prominent. This is to avoid situatiarieere smaller groups form clan-like
structures controlling small fractions of the angthout an overarching power base (Fleischer
1994, 49).

Areas under international administration do notehan independently functioning
government. East-Timor, for example, was partlyegned by UN missions during its spat as
non-recognised state with territorial control (Thwited Nations 10.02.2013). However,
these missions are normally initiated when it eaclthat the entity will be recognised to
facilitate its future as a well-governed state.a@relearly not under the control of the patron
state power centre will be included even if theaegl government is propped up by
international agents attempting to guide its alygar@sent administrative structure towards

successful state governance.

4) Having sought recognition

Seeking international recognition will also be teghas a plastic criterion. A formal
application to join the UN need not be presenbag las the intention of being or remaining a
sovereign state is clear. It can be complicatetihdisishing those entities that seek
independence from thosigat do not seek international recognitjdor a number of reasons.
Many contrasting versions of what the desired autdor the area is can exist. Reasons for
this can be that there is a discrepancy between iwhdashed as an end-result and what is

deemed practical and realistic at the time (Caspeasd Stansfield 2011, 3).

A gradual increase in what is hoped for as theyeptoves its survivability is not unexpected,
but can lead to troubles for outside observerdrigndut what is actually the case. The entities
must rely on their skills in realpolitik to survivand may realize that not formally declaring
independence might be one of the things ensurieig tontinued existen® Entities biding
their time while waiting for a more favourable imtational climate can still be analysed,

seeing as UN membership is dependent on recogitionost of the world’s other states.

8 As is claimed to be the case for Taiwan (Bymanting) 2012, 50, DeLisle 2011, 2). Footnote 86 ogepd?2
demonstrates which of the included factestates that have declared independence and waihriot.
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Similarly, the non-recognised states are expededttmpt testing the waters for their level

of acceptance before applying to the UN. Declammigpendence is thus seen as one step of a
long process that begins long before the poinhabancement, and Puntland and Iraqi-
Kurdistan both demonstrate that it is possiblautecfion as a state without claiming to be

oné®. Therefore, a minimal criterion of existing oussithe central control of the parent state,
with a common sense of identity in the populatisrotner than that of the patron state is
required, but an actual declaration of independen@UN application is not.

To excludepuppet statest is required that the area must have attemgdedssion by own
initiative. This signifies that areas having beesated by the initiative of other states for
whatever purpose will not be included Hér&his is for the reason that such an entity would

clearly diverge from the others and thus decreaseamnalytical validity of the findings.

5) Length of existence

The exclusion othort-term entitiedy fixing a two-year limit might seem arbitraryydit is.

It is kept for the same reason it was createdvoidabefuddling the worth of the analysis by
including short-lived entities incapable of survigiand thus uninteresting for this
examinatiofi. Having existed for precisely two calendar yésrfiowever, not necessary.
Somead hoecevaluation will be necessary, guided for instaogevhat happened with the
region after disappearance. Should it, like Iragidistan do€¥, still attempt self-

government after its reincorporation, it will couatvards inclusion though the precise length

% puntland and Iragi-Kurdistan have varying claimsatheir desired future, and no clear officiatldeation of
statehood, but functions as such separately frencéntral powers of the parent state and are iedlidthis
thesis. Those entities that have formally declamddpendence arébkhazia (12.10.1999) (Ardzinba 1999),
Anjouan (03.08.1997) (Abdallah 1998 angladesh(27.03.1971) (CBS 2012, Ahmed 201Bjafra (30.
05.1967) (Ojukwu 1967 Chechnya(12.03.1992)(The Chechen Republic 19€3st Timor (30.08.1999) (The
United Nations Security Council 199@agauzia(1991) (Minorities at Risk (MAR) 27.03.2013, Zabhr
2012),Katanga (11. 07.1960) (Tshombe 196®&)psovo (17.02.2008) (BBC 2008Nagorno-Karabakh
(02.09.1991) (The Nagorno Karabakh Republic 198byth Cyprus (15.11.1983) (TRNC 1983),

Republika Srpska (28.02.199%) (Trbovich 2008)Republika Srpska Krajina (01.04.1991) (Sudetic 1991),
Rhodesia(11.11.196%) (Smith 1965)Somaliland (18.05.1991) (Madar and Aadan 2003puth Ossetia
(1990) (Youzhnaia Ossetia 200Tyansnistria (26.08.1991) (Kolstg and Malgin 2007, 108giwan (1999)
(DeLisle 2011, Taiwan DC 26.03.2013, Chiang 19%8)%as ale factobut notde juredeclaration. No official
declarations were made Byitrea (declared 07.04.1993) (The Government of Eritre@31 €aspersen 2012b,
9), Iragi-Kurdistan , Puntland (The House of Representatives 20@guth Sudan(09.07.2011) (Igga
10.06.2011, Mayardit 2011Jamil Eelam (but by 1985 LTTE controlled most of its claimedritory) (Pegg
1998, 76)Note that the Puntland Constitution deslduntland as a region of a restored Somalia Ibuse of
Representatives 2001, 2), but for all practicappses it is a self-governing entity and is gengdikcussed as
such in the literature (Gikes 1999, Hesse 20108ZIY,,

8 This excludes the South African Bantustans (Erapeeldia Britannica 2013d).

8 Some entities, like Herzeg-Bosna and Western Bosmivived for nearly two calendar years, but are
excluded.

8 For more on Iragi-Kurdistan after its reintegratia Iraq, see for instance (Olson 2006).
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of time borderlines too short. It can be diffictdtdetermine exactly wheate factestates are

created and when they disappéar

6) Discussion of cases of doubt

Though this thesis evaluates the development d¢htanally declared non-recognised states,
one of the areas included is special. South Suddrghined a permission from Sudan to
manage itself, the two entered a cease-fire aefeaendum regarding the future of South
Sudan was planned. Can South Sudan be said tdkaweade factestate during that period
when it existed as part of an agreement with iteq& Yes, it can. Sudan and South Sudan
entered the agreement to end a long lastinghirmmwhich the north had not had more than a
porous grip on the south for several years. Soutta® fulfilled the rest of the criteria at the
point of signing, and can be considered the wimfi¢hat particular war. That the north had
formally agreed to stay out between the signingtaedeferenda is not so different from for
instance Georgia’s informally staying out of Abklaathat it can lead to South Sudan being
excluded.

Pegg (1998) points out that there is a differeretgvben a non-recognised regime and a non-
recognised state. The first entails an unacceptgdrgment, whereas the second focuses on
the existence of the state as a polity separate @ither states. In other words: it is possible to
not accept those who govern a state while at thie¢Bne accepting that the state as a
political actor exists. As Owtram (2011, 130) iliades: the non-recognition of the Taliban
regime in Afghanistan did not signify that the staf Afghanistan disappeared. This was a
matter of a disputed leadership secession (Baji¥id). In the case of Rhodesia, it can seem
difficult distinguishing between the two since #state and the government were created more
or less simultaneously. In fact, it might be aaditon of both at the same time. When it
declared independence, the United Nations calleddn-recognitioff from its member

states, based on the principlesafinjuria non orituf®. This was because of Rhodesia’s

% For instance, it is difficult to determine predjskraqi-Kurdistan time of existence asla factestate, but
Gunter (1993) describes it as so near to two yefaegistence in 1991-1992 that it will be includ&dr the time
span of the existence of the included entities,Tsdxe 1on page 45.

! Bougainville and Papua New Guinea also entered an@agreement, but Bougainville did not succeed in
keeping territorial control for a full two yearsfoee the Papua New Guinean central powers retuanddetook
too large a part of the island for the territodahtrol-criterion to be fulfilled (Ghai and Rega®(®). Had the
Bougainville secessionist leaders been more orgdnisis claimed that independence would have likely
achieved due to the island’s cultural, economic laistbrical separateness from the rest of Papua Glgwea
and the long period of time this desire had beefegsed (Ghai and Regan 2006, Regan 2008).

92 See The United Nations Security Council (1965a).

9 Aright cannot originate in a wrong.
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segregation. However, these policies alone aremotigh to negate status as a non-
recognised state, as already recognised statesvéalla similar political lin¥. It is included
here due to the fact that it declared independé&oaoe its colonial master the United
Kingdom and sought status as a fully-fledged g@teith 1965J°. The regime existed
separately from the central power of its formeooadl masters in the United Kingdom and
controlled all the territory the rest of the wor&tognised as South-Rhodesia until 1979,
despite Great Britain’s lacking accept and the UiN&couragement of interaction from other
states (McDougal and Reisman 1968, Cockram 1968)nbt merely a question of

recognising a state’s new leadership in this casé, was not a state to begin with.

When discussing the case of Northern Cyprus, itosaargued that thete factestate was
created by an external force - in this case Turkayd that it thus should be excluded for not
coming into existence by its own initiative. Howevewill argue that Turkey’s intervention
can be seen as an answer to the Greek Cypriotofjoalon with Greeceefiosid and the
perceived threat of removal of the Turkish Cyprioten the island. The Cypriote
Constitution provided a certain degree of autontortphe two communities, and the Treaties
of Alliance and Guarantee between the UK, Turkey @neece were seen by Turkey as
giving them reason to intervene in protection @ Thurkish Cypriots after the proposal of
Greek-benefiting new constitutional amendments gP€398, 99-107). These amendments
would threaten the Turkish Cypriot political stgtaad they protested. Thus, | propose that
the Turkish Cypriots though greatly aided by Turk&wprted the movement themselves.
Being dependent on Turkey for the success of thieyes therefore not necessarily relevant
(see also Berg 2005, 223). Another interestingtpgsiwhether Northern Cyprus should be
considered a Turkish puppet state and thereforei@ed from the data here. Again, applying
Pegg’s (1998, 112-113) definitions, it is claimbdtt Northern Cyprus does not fall into the
puppet-category for two reasons. Firstly, it wasimgposed from the outside on an unwilling
population. Secondly, the national administratitz#fss Cypriote and the state apparatus

independent of the Turkish, even though they closebperate.

% South Africa is an obvious example, but also tiseHads had a similar system. See for instance Empsedia
Britannica (2013b) and Encyclopaedia Britannica @)1

% Rhodesia was declared independent of Great Biiital®65, and was pronounced a republic in 19704BB
1970). The non-recognised state lasted until 1@/h@n it returned to UK control with the Lancasteubke
Agreement and subsequently became Zimbabwe in (&Banda 1991).
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3.2.2 Selected cases

Based on the discussions in the first sectionisfa¢hapter, the entities shown in Table
1beloware selected to be analysed. They are sorted icpbstatus as of December 2012,
and placed in three main groups. The fssi;cesscontains those formele factostates now
members of the United Nations. The categorgiecidedshows a list of those non-recognised
states who still exist in a state of limbo at tineet of writing. These have no clear political
status, and are greatly differing in their degrefecognitiori®. The last categoryailure,
shows the former non-recognised entities who didsooceed in surviving asoe facte

state. The first category is by far the clearestasithe conclusion to their struggle by a UN
membership is obvious. For the other entitiesait be complicated evaluating which entities
still fulfil the selection criteria and which haegolved into a different type of unit. For
example, it can be argued that Iraqi-Kurdistarn sxists. This case has been placed in the
category for failed entities due to its ceasedimd acceptance of autonomous status in Iraq
(Constitution of the Republic of Iraq 2005).

Table 1- List of entities

Succes\ =4 UndecidedN =9 Failure N = 10

Bangladesh (1971-1974) Abkhazia (1992 -) Anjouan (1997-2008)

East-Timor) (1999-2002) Kosovo (1990-) Biafra (1967-1970)

Eritrea (1991-1993) Nagorno-Karabakh (1991-) Chechnya (1991-1994, 1996-1999)

Sauth Sudan (2005 - 2011) North-Cyprus (1983 -) Gagauzia (1991 - 1994)
Puntland (1998 -) Iragi-Kurdistan (1991-1994)
Somaliland (1991-) Katanga (1960-1963)
South-Ossetia (1992-) Republika Srpska (1992-1995)
Taiwan (1949 -) Republika Srpska Krajina (1991-1995)
Transnistria (1990-) Rhodesia (1970-1989)

Tamil Eelam (1986-2009)

N = 23.Years asle factestate in parentheses. Sourceyfear; see Table 10 on page iv in Appendix 2. All dates
are subject to discussion, as seen for instantkebglternative starting points presented in (Bakkeoughlin,
and Ward 2011, 5)

3.3 Case description: about theincluded de facto-states

In order to be able to seek patterns in the devedo of the level of recognition de facte
states, it is necessary to have a thorough unaelisgof the entities. Though a multitude of
case studies of single territories and groupedyaralexist, it is still relevant to attempt
creating an overview of the entities presentedabld 1above. The tables in this chapter are

based on the Raw tables in appendices 3 and 4.

% Footnote 350n page 16 lists the entities and tieeimgnisers.
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De factostates generally have a background of war withibeher state, which they wdh
Territorial control and political institutions nessarily means sufficient force to remain in
position - at least for a time. They are strongugoto survive, but not to be recognised
(Byman and King 2012, 46). Though coming from wveifferent backgrounds and existing in
a multitude of situations during a time-span ofrhye@0 years, all the participant on the list of
non-recognised states have one thing in commowg:dbenot wish to continue being there.
Recognition is the ultimate goal, continued exiseesecond best, with increased autonomy in
the mother state normally at a grudging third pigtaste 2006, Pegg 1998, 204).They
initially have a strong card in negotiating witletimother state, for simply by existing they
control parts of the original state’s territoryeyhhave internal legitimacy from a people not
wishing to lose their right& And, for every year they continue existing, theinational
society grows more accustomed to their presends.iFinot to say that merely being present
will ensure a future recognition by internationat®ty and an eventual UN membership, as

the fate of Tamil Eelam can illustraie

3.3.1 De-facto state origins

Unrecognised states generally find their rootsna of two political situations. They are
either the result of 1) displeasedness with thstiexj borders of the countries emerging after
the end of colonialism. Alternatively, they wereden a different colonial power but became
absorbed into another colony before independ&fcér, 2) they are the result of the same
sentiments after a union dissolution. In both thegetions, the already existing borders are
generally kept and the discussion is not necegsaibut border placement but border status.

Only three have other origins.

" Winning a war is a relative concept. Ciobanu (900d Anderson (2011) use the term «frozenliconf
which indicates that the central power of the pastate has left the territory and that active e fis over, but
that it is not officially peace in the region. Mara the general backgroundd# factestates can be seen in
works such as Kolstg (2006), Pegg (1998), Casp¢psErPb) and Caspersen and Stansfield (2011)

% Internal legitimacy irde factestates does of course not always hold the sane¢ lslam (1985) demonstrates
the differing levels of support from the populatiorthe cases of Biafra, Katanga and Bangladesh.

% Tamil Eelam disappeared as@factestate in 2009, after having existed for two aridti decade (Stokke
2006, Freedomhouse 2009c).

19 For example, East Timor was a Portuguese colohijeundonesia was Dutch (CIA World Factbook
16.04.2013a, Encyclopaedia Britannica 2013g, BBC3aD1
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Table 2- The origins of de facto-states

Political origins
Former colonial history Anjouar?, Bangladesh, BiaffaEast-Timor, Eritrea, Katan§aPuntland, Rhodesia,

N=11 Somaliland, Tamil Eelafh South Sudan

Union break-up Abkhazia, Chechnya, Gagauzigpsovo, Nagorno-Karabakh, Republika Srpska,

N=9 Republika Srpska Krajina South-Ossetia, Transaistri

Other Iragi-Kurdistan, North Cyprus, Taiwan,

N=3

Geographical origins

Europe N =6 Gagauzia, Kosovo, North-Cyprus, Republika SrpslepuBlika Srpska Krajina,
Transnistria

AsiaN =9 Abkhazia, Bangladesh, Chechnya, East-Timor, Ikagdistan, Nagorno-
Karabakh, South-Ossetia, Taiwan, Tamil Eelam

Africa N =8 Anjouan, Biafra, Eritrea, Katanga, PuntlaRtipdesia, Somaliland, South Sudan

°= not existing political entity in former colony=\23

Despite these initial similarities, the entitiesvdaery differing backgrounds. Their
emergence is highly heterogeneous, and one mustvé@e of the wide variety existing when
analysing. Simply having formerly been a part & 8oviet Union, for instance, does not
necessarily indicate many similarities with othefdSSR-entities. Nor does being a former
colony make a region the same as any other thaemso have been one. Similarly,
geographical origins, as shown in Table 2 abdeenot indicate having the same outcome.
On the contrary, there is an almost even spreadafessful, undecided and failed non-

recognised states over the three continents &fdict

Communist union break-up
The dissolution of the two communist unions of USSR Yugoslavia in the early 1990’s led

to a number of new sates in the world, and mogh@present-day non-recognised states
None of them have succeeded in becoming UN memidlerst are still undecided cases.
Though the recognition of Bangladesh had led taeeB@mong these entities that the denial
from the parent state of basic state functions ssctivil and political rights could strengthen
their case, this was generally not the outcome.preeedence of maintaining already existing
borders was continued, and only former republidkiwithe unions were to be recognised
(Caspersen 2008b, 4).

The dissolution of the USSR has produced six nongeised states, none of which have
moved on to be recognised. None of them were fédat#dies on the highest level in the

Soviet Union, though most of them were so on loleeels. Every entity has been met by

191 The entities in question are these. From the fold®SR: Abkhazia, Chechnya, GagauNagorno-
Karabakh, South-Ossetia, and Transnistria. Fronfictmeer Yugoslavia: Kosovo, Republika Srpska, and
Republika Srpska Krajina.
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opposition from their mother state, but only tweé@aince disappeared. It's worth noting
that all non-recognised states either supportedamgnised by Russia have survived for
several years, while Chechnya, opposed by Russsamet its end. Their levels of resources,

ethnic compositions and level of development oftall institutions are also highly varying.

The outcomes for the three post-Yugoslavian estitiehe same table, is equally unclear,
though also here none have been recognised. Kasdyofar the one entity that is closest to
obtaining its goal of recognition of the de facstates presented in this categdmyt itis still
not internationally recognised nor a UN member.ugdioall of them are similar in that they
are based on ethnic identity and with low levelsasiources, they differ in their level
governmental structures and the involvement ofreatdorces. Although present-day Serbia
clearly is and has been an important player foofahem, this cannot be said to be enough to
explain their outcomes - particularly since théatigs per 2012 are not in accordance with
Serbia’s desires. Both the NAT® and the EY® have more leeway for action in this area
than in former USSR territory, and they have besivaly interested. This has among other
things led to strong international involvement iadévo, something without a comparable

parallel in the former Soviet area.

Former colonial history
The entities coming from former colonies shardelisave exactly that. As colonial borders

were apt to change with time, one cannot expebt &thble historical identities in these
regions. However, the states they were under andttius they had shortly before
independence can be believed to be important éofdimation on identity in the inhabitants.
By this it is not believed that there is a diffezenn which country had the colony other than
as a part of many in the creation of identity anstrige inhabitants of the area. Table 2 on
page 4d3ists the relevant entities. Comparing these withihformation on present political
situation in Table 1 on page 41 shows how the nitgjof cases of breakaway states amongst
the former colonies have been settled and arerdithe-fledged UN member states or have

disappeared.

All the entities with colonial pasts differ in degs of ethnic homogeneity, levels of resources,

192 For a statement from NATO regarding the situatifier the Yugoslavian dissolution, see (NATO 1992).
193 For an analysis of EU (then EC) involvement in Yhgoslavian dissolution period, see (Marolov
10.12.2012).
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and democratic institutioh¥. However, those of them that have succeeded ionbieg UN
member states have received support from intemaitactors®. Pavkovic and Radan (2007,
22) explain how the UN resolution 1514 (1960) fiéaied independence only while
maintaining the colonial border present at the tivile see that those entities that had the
same colonial master as their parent state hawyradifailed. The only exception is South

Sudan, which in practice was governed differentyrf the rest of Sudan (Belloni 2011, 412).

East-Timor, Eritrea, Puntland and Somaliland aeasthat were merged with other entities in
connection with the decolonisation process. Fasghthe outcomes are very different. Not
one of them has disappeared, and half of them be®e recognised. The reasons for this are
not obvious. Though it is possible to speculate tiw@ international reaction might be less
negative in a situation where the borders are tetan idea is not verified. Both East-Timor
and Eritrea did, however, receive internationaistasce in their process towards
independence, and Somaliland is generally ignaatter than opposed. That Puntland’s
situation should be undecided is not too surprisasgthe entity’s desired goal varies between

federal region in Somalia and separate $tate

Other backgrounds
Three events can be identified that have neithianea nor communist union history:

Taiwan, North Cyprus and Iragi-Kurdistan. Taiwail &orth Cyprus are still in limbo per
2012. Iragi-Kurdistan has disappeared.

The three entities differ in their ethnic compasiti Taiwan’s population is diverse, and the
entity was not created in order to gain a homefand distinct ethnic group. Though mostly
Han Chinese, it includes at least three other ggofipcording to Harrell and Huang (1994,
14-15) and DelLisle (2011, 1), this might be chaggis the Taiwanese identity appears to be
taking over from other ethnical groups. Iragi-Ktdn, on the other hand, has an ethnic
foundation in the Kurdish people’s long wish folfsketermination (Naamani 1966). North
Cyprus was also created with the purpose of crgatiterritory for the Turk Cypriots
(Freedomhouse 1998n, 1999a, Berg 2005, Dodd 2009).

194 50urces: see Raw Table 12 on page 105 in Appéndix

1% The independence of East-Timor by Indonesia wiggnadly supported by Australia. For a discussiontioe
Australia-East-Timor-relationship, see (Pietsch@01

1% Both Mesfin (2009), Gikes (1999) describe Puntlasdhon-independence-seeking, but according toeHess
(2010, 77, 81) the reality of the hopes for Purttlarfuture political status is more complex.
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Their economical and resource level differ as wedlgi-Kurdistan has a large oil reserve, but
has had trouble in utilising it (Olson 2006). No@kiprus, despite previously being fairly
equal with the southern part of the island, is mem@nomically challenged and
underdeveloped than its neighbour (Gosh and Ake62Bahcheli 2004). Taiwan has a strong
and growing economy (Freedomhouse 2012m, HarrdlHarang 1994, CIA World Factbook
26.03.2013b, Nation Master 25.02.2013).

The placement of the three de facto-states innateynal society also differ greatly. Taiwan is
claimed to be kept from reintegration into Chinaitsyrelationship with the US (Kolstg 2006,
733). North Cyprus has a strong ally in Turkey, iswotherwise generally ignored by other
states(Atasoy 2003, Bahcheli 2004). Iraqi-Kurdistppears to have neither strong
sympathies nor antipathies from recognised sta@tekey, a regionally important state, is
claimed by Olson (2006) to have had a chilly relaship with the de facto state at the time in
guestion, but that the relationship was thawindhattime of writing (see also Wolff 2010).

Regarding democratic institutions, the situationthe three entities also vary. Iragi-Kurdistan
is described by Gunter (1993, 297) as anarchisticcarrupt, despite holding elections for
government. DeLisle (2011, 1-2) argues that Taihaswell-functioning, consolidated
governmental institutions. North Cyprus has obtdiaeslightly lower Freedomhouse (1998n,
1999a, 2012c, g) score throughout its existencestidlholds a generally high level.

Timing

The time and setting in which an entity was cre@atbt an aspect of the entity in the same
way its geographical placement and demographidédnpais, but it is still interesting to
investigate whether the waves identified in thedriiehapter are identifiable for tloke

facto states as well as the recognised ones.

Table 3- De facto-states and their outcomes by stegation wave

State creation wave De facto-state with outcome Number of entities

First: Decolonisation Biafra’, Katanga, Rhodesia Failures: 3

N=3

Second: Union dissolution | Abkhazid, Chechny4 Gagauzi, Kosovd, Undetermined: 5

N=9 Nagorno-Karabakh Republika Srpska Krajiia | Failures: 4
Republika Srpska South-Ossetfa Transnistri&

Third: Pragmatism? Anjouan’, Bangladesh*, East Timor*, Eritrea*, | Successes: 4

N=11 Iragi-Kurdistar, North Cypru§ Puntland, South| Undetermined: 4
Sudan* Somalilarlj Tamil Eelari, Taiwarf Failures: 3

N = 23. * = recognised’ = undecided; = disappeared. Sources: See Appendix 4.
Looking at Table 3above it does indeed appearthiimtould be of some importance. The
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first wave brought the lowest number of entitidsphwhich are in Africa and at present
disappeared. This, coupled with the observatiohatahe recognised entities are from the
third wave, makes this factor sufficiently interegtto be brought to the main analysis.

3.4 Chapter summary

After discussing the definitions of tlue factestate, 23 entities were chosen for the analysis
and presented in Table 1on page 41. These undeangamtes of descriptive analyses, seeking
development patterns based on geography, colong@si-union history and support by
regional or international powers. The four topicscdssed in the theory chapter leading up to
the thesis’ hypotheses (resources, ethnic composkixternal involvement and democratic
institutions), were also investigated. It is shawat the entities are very heterogeneous. The
timing and situation of the creation of the en&ityd which wave it belong to will be further
investigated in the Analysis chapter.
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4. Methods Chapter: Crisp set OCA and description

The methods chapter shows how the developmenttoayeof de facto states will be

analysed and presents the research design. Thess@lcand failed entities will be analysed,
and the results will be applied to those de fatétes yet uncompleted. The method utilised is
the Crisp Set version of Qualitative Comparativaliais (cs/QCA). Since data selection is
covered in the Data chapter, two main parts exdst.hFirst, | will argue the choice of method
and describe what it is and how to utilise it. Thapter will discuss the strengths and
weaknesses QCA crisp set can present for this sisalyecond, | will discuss and describe
the specific analysis in this thesis and presenttita set. The operationalization of the
outcome and each causal condition will be specitdmhg with the measurements and coding

for the respective values.

In addition to QCA, simple descriptive analysislvi¢ utilised as supplements to the main
analysis throughout the process. Ragin (1987, @8 sthat investigator input is important,
so combining cs/QCA with descriptive analyses selegisal. This includes for instance
cross tables, matrixes sorting information by catg@nd more. QCA provides the main
structure for the investigation, but it is conshasupplemented by additional examinations.
These simple descriptions will not be evaluatethexMethods chapter, but described when

appropriate in during the analyses.

4.1 Qualitative Comparative Analysis - what, why and how

Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA) was introdddy Charles Ragin (1987) as a tool to
be used when analysing set-oriented, complex déasand asymmetrical influences. It is
based on Boolean algebra and has three main seb;typmelygrisp, fuzzyandmultivalue
(mv)sets. This section provides a short introductiothéomethod and the arguments for
utilising crisp rather than the other sets in thissis. The application of the method will be
further elaborated during the analysis. This chraqtgues for the choice of method and serves

as an introduction to cs/QCA.

4.1.1 Introducing QCA
QCA s based on Boolean algebra (see Boole 185#i\aits methods of logic (see Mill
1843) , and was introduced as a social-scientiithod by Ragin (198%’. It is particularly

197 The software used for the analyses can be foundlate at the Arizona University Website (Ragin
15.03.2013).
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useful for medium-N-analysis (Ragin 2007), suclh@sthesis. It embraces both case- and
value-oriented analysis, and presents a middle Ipstitheen them: seeing cases as
configurations of attributes. It's main focus i gingle or combined causal conditions rather
than the entities themselves, but it benefits fommstant supplementary attention to empirical
observations (Ragin 1987, 166-168).

QCA’s set-orientation contrasts with the two masthenon approaches in social science,
namely case- and variable-oriented comparative odgtff. While case-oriented methods
often focus on interpreting historical trajectore@scomplex, multi-faceted wholes across a
small-N number of cases (Ragin 1987, 34-52, Rag00267-70), variable-oriented methods
investigate large-N data seeking generalizablarigsl (Ragin 1987, 52-68). Set-orientation
allows for asymmetrical connections and focus aml@ioations rather than addition,
something Ragin (2008, 14-25) argues makes it tool for seeing patterns missed in

case-analysis while identifying connections midsgdorrelational methods.

Using a truth table to display all potential logicambinations of outcomes, QCA examines
both combinations of factors and isolated effeat$ @tempts to isolate which factors are
necessaryAND) and which areufficient(OR) for an outcome (Goertz 2006b, 39-46, Ragin
2000, 88-95, Rihoux and De Meur 2009). The causadliitions are listed horizontally in a
truth table, with each horizontal row representing possible outcome. Withconditions,

the table will contain 2rows. Each case will then be placed in the comedimg row,
depending on their combination of values on thesabconditions. Thus, it is the
combinations that are analysed, and not the chsesselves (Ragin 2000, Ragin and Sonnett
2004, Hicks, Misra, and Ng 1995, 334-335). Theemi#d combinations are known as the
property spacef the analysis (Ragin 1999, 1230, 2000, 76-8Rjited diversity of naturally
occurring cases is thus not a problem for the amafjRagin 1987, 85-102, Ragin and Sonnett
2004, 4-6).

The most obvious difference betwesrsp, fuzzyandmultivaluesets lies in the coding of the

causal condition’§®. Cs/QCA is the method chosen for this essay ases dichotomous

1% For a closer discussion on the differences betwesa- and variable-oriented research design atttbo®
see Ragin (2007).

199 Fs/QCA and mv/QCA will not be further discussedehéut more information can be found in the folilogy
For fs/QCA: Stockemer (2012), Ragin (2000, 2008y. iAv/QCA: Cronqvist (2005, 2004, 2003), Vink arahv
Vliet (2009).
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causal conditioris®, allotting a value of eithed, indicating absence, dr indicating presence
of each causal condition(Ragin 2000, 120-145, Riremd De Meur 2009, 33-67). This
dichotomisation is by necessity based on thick Kedge of the cases in question, and with a

basis in theory, previous research and empiricale&dge (Grendstad 2007, 125).

4.1.2 Why QCA: seeking combinations
Arguments for and against the use of QCA in thpetgf analysis is discussed and it is
concluded that the method is suitable for moreaesshan the number of entities examined.

Strengths of QCA
The number of entities analysed makes selecting @&fmple choice, as it is highly suitable

for medium-N analysis (Ragin 1987, Grendstad 2@@2, Haugland 2008). Thirteen entities

with clear outcomes - success or failure - is tttle lto utilize the most logical quantitative
alternative of logistical analysis with interactiefiect. At the same time, it is too many for a
normal qualitative case-stutly. But numbers alone is not the only reason. QCable to
handle high levels of causal heterogeneity andasdorersity. It does not assume additive
causality, but rather on a complex combinationaafsal factors (Ragin 2000, 88-119,
Grendstad 2007, 124, Ragin and Sonnett 2004, Asfointed out by Haugland (2008, 35),
it is highly plausible that there is more than pa¢h to recognition. Additionally, it is possible
that the effect of one causal condition might depem the presence or absence of another.

QCA is suitable for an evaluation of entities ageedse asle factoestates.

Ragin (2000, 88-119) argues that there is an upidgraissumption of causal additivity in
guantitative methods that makes statistical amalysable to present high levels of
diversity"'2. Some outcomes are not a result of one factor Ipatiltitude of causes at the
same time. Some can even be argued to be a résutatnsence of a specific factor. QCA can

identify heterogeneity, and focuses on the intecoahplexities of cases.

While qualitative case-studies is able to handldipia trajectories and internal complexity,
Ragin (2000, 90) claims that these methods do ratigle tools for assessing neither

generalizability nor the nature of the causatiors further argued that it is impossible

19The concept of “outcome” is similar to what in gtitative methods is known as “dependent variable”.
Similarly, “causal condition” could be roughly tidated as “independent variable”. Another worddusethis
thesis for describing the latter is “factor”. Ragi®87, 87) uses “binary variables”.

11 For a further elaboration on QCA compared witheotiethods, see Ragin (1987, 89-91) and Grendstad
(2007).

12 5ee Grendstad (2007), Stockemer (2012) and GroémdrSchneider (2009) for a discussion of the mefit
guantitative logistical analysis as compared tQE3.
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through qualitative analysis to differentiate bedweecessarandsufficientcauses (see
Ragin 1997, Grendstad 206" QCA, on the other hand, holds the distinctiorwleen the
two to be very important (Grofman and Schneider®2@xgin 2000, 99-101). A cause is
defined as necessary if it must be present foruatome to occur, and sufficient if it by itself
can produce an outcortté In studying entities as heterogeneoudefactostates, this

perspective can greatly add to the understandinigeoflevelopment trajectories at hand.

Rihoux and Ragin (2009, 8-12) demonstrate how #ieeali QCA is beneficial for the clarity

of the investigation, as the thorough descriptieeded both for the process of coding and
analysing gives the reader and the researcheadateand structured view of the
assumptions behind each action. They claim thesic, logical approach needed for using
QCA ensures the rigorous system of qualitative wastwhile maintaining the descriptive

and explanatory transparency in qualitative reseaviaintaining a structural approach while
opening for empirical discussions is of the highegiortance when dealing with entities as
heterogeneous ae factestates.

The focus on potential dependency between faatoosder to bring forth an outcome might
lead the statistician to wonder why a statisticellgsis - logistical regression for cs/QCA -
with interaction effects is not appliéd lieu of QCA. In this analysis, the number of entities
eliminates this option. But even with a sufficienimber, QCA could have proven a good
choice for this type of entities. Grendstad (2003ints out two reasons why the causal logic
of QCA and quantitative methods are very differ&inist, he argues that QCA follows a
contextual logic of combinations and substitutialighof its factors. The effects of
independent factors are seen as impossible toraakoage. Logistic regression, on the other
hand, follows an additive and multiplicative log&tockemer 2012, 87). Grofman and
Schneider (2009, 663) states that while standatéstal methods are good at assessing the
net effect of single variables, QCA excels in itedéing different conjunctions that lead to the
same outcome. Second, logistic regression offeesnon-substitutable set of conditions while
QCA explores the full range of complementation ead/ariating causal paths at hand.
Grendstad (2007) argues that QCA haeterministiccausal epistemology, while logistic

regression focuses qmobability. In other words: QCA offers a pattern-seeking prhoe

3 For a further discussion on necessity and suffigjesee (Ragin 1997). For more on how to sepetigeen
trivial and relevant necessary conditions, see (2@&9006a).

114 A single cause might be necessary and sufficiettessary but not sufficient, sufficient but natessary and
neither necessary nor sufficient. See Ragin (209€,01) for an elaboration of the differences.
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while logistic regression confirms and disconfirexssting hypotheses.

Weaknesses of QCA
Naturally, QCA has its weaknesses (see Ragin 1883118 for a more detailed elaboration).

One obvious complaint is the potential loss of infation when dichotomising data in
cs/QCA and when assessing scores in fuzzy and m/A@e&e for instance Grendstad 2007,
125-126, Braumoeller 1999, 13, Kangas 1994, 361irmknn and Cronquist 2009). Another
critique is the high degree to which the methotksebn the researcher’s ability to maintain
control over large amounts of information and coityeassessing value scores making the
results potentially difficult to verify and replita In this thesis, these complaints are
attempted met by the expansive descriptive analys®gded, in addition to tables with
sources for all data coding and a replication tidirgy process of randomly selected entities

performed by others.

Grendstad (2007, 124-125) also points out that@a RQas for the most part been applied to
extant cases only and thus has accepted determatitdre cost of probability (see also
Lieberson 1992, Herrmann and Cronquist 2009, 3844a@ther words, that QCA can be used
to describe but not predict. Lieberson (1992) asgtat this distinction between deterministic

and probabilistic perspectives is particularly imtpat in small-and medium N-investigations.

As other generalising methods, QCA is dependerlaelevant causal conditions being
identified if it is to be used to predict outconmegside of its included entities. Should some
be lacking, the results cannot realistically beested to be fully generalizable. Therefore, the
results found can only be understood as validiferdausal conditions included (Wickham-
Crowley 1991, 102, in Haugland 2008, 36). As Rihand De Meur (2009, 8-15) argue, this
problem is not necessarily relevant if QCA is usedrder to understand the underlying
processes taking place in the selected entitigs.i¥mot a generalising method, but one used

to provide a deeper understanding of the entitiesgnt.

Should using the results of the investigation teas other entities be desired, the point
discussed above could potentially become problem@tie could think that a solution to this
could be to increase the number of causal conditiBat, as Grendstad (2007, 125-127) and
Ragin and Sonnett (2004) points out, limited encpirdiversity in naturally occurring social
phenomena means that the number of causal corglitioist be limited. As causal

conditions leads to"2ows in the truth table, an increased amount o$abconditions leads
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to an exponentially larger set of rows to be fill&do many causal conditions might lead to
the analysis turning into a description of each loimation rather than providing the grounds
for a fruitful analysis.

Additionally, QCA has been criticised for not beialgie to identify the strength of each causal
condition (Grendstad 2007, 127, Haugland 2008, B6-Rihoux and Ragin (2009, 13-14)
argues that this is not necessarily a problemddger a strength of the method, as social
phenomena are not uniform in their distributionc@cences of events outside of the typical
distribution do not indicate that the event itsglfess interesting. Since QCA gives equal
weight to causal combinations regardless of thregudency, cases that would typically be
ignored with statistical methods are here included.an investigation of a highly

heterogeneous set of rarely occurring events ssidke factestates, this is a benefit.

Theproblem on limited diversitseducing the validity of the investigation is aletevant
(Ragin 1987, 13). This can happen when a combimatidwo events occurs. The first is
having too many explanatory factors. The seconiegimited availability of naturally
occurring events. To avoid this, the number of ahosnditions in this thesis is kept to a

minimum.

4.1.3 The method of choice: cs/QCA

Cs/QCA has been chosen as the tool for examinidgaalysing the development trajectories
of the non-recognisede factestates identifies in this thesis. The method sffewver nuances
than the other two QCA-alternativés as it is the only one of the three which usey onl

dichotomous codes. There are three reasons wiag ibéen chosen:

The first relates to the external outcome of thadysis. Though it is possible to expect that
different degrees of presence by each causal ¢onaian be found to have different effects
on the outcomes, that is strictly speaking notpibi@t of interest. It is interesting to see if an
effect can be found, not whether or not it is diigher or lower intensity. This is rather an

examination of whether the presence or absendeeafausal conditions has an effect at all.

The second reason relates to the internal prodesstuation. Clarity is of the utmost

importance in a work seeking to compile new dath@raluate processes that have yet to be

15 For more on Fuzzy and Multivariate QCA, see fotsd 090on page 50.
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done elsewhere. By using dichotomous than multieglidata | hope to strengthen the
visibility of potential patterns. One could arghat the possibility of allowing some
conditions to be dichotomous while others couldrimdotomous could increase the
transparency of this investigatidh However, lack of theoretical justification forcsuan

action leads to this not being done in this text.

Third lays a matter of practicality. Evaluating #teength of influence by potential actors for

every entity is simply not feasible at the momdob much data would have to be collected.

4.2 Research design: structure and calibration

This second part of the methods chapter will shwavatpplication of cs/QCA for this
particular investigation. QCA has four stages, ezfoihich will be presented and used to
build the analysis. The causal conditions will pem@tionalized and the values code® as

1, and the data set will be presented. The applicatidhe method will be further detailed in
the Analysis chapter.

In addition to the steps included in the QCA-aniglysocess, descriptive analyses will be
made in order to have as thorough an analysis ssilge. Cs/QCA is not expected to provide
all the answers needed to have a foundation fatioige clear conclusions as to which entities
face which destinies. By following Ragin’s (198@commendations that the researcher
should be an active participant in the analysiastant attention to patterns will be paid. The
cs/QCA will be supplemented by simple descriptimalgsis whenever necessary in order to

add more depth to the investigation and to presenbre well-founded conclusion.

4.2.1Step by step cs/QCA
There are four stages to applying QCA (Coverdil &mlay 1995, 461). These are as
follows:

1) Pre-QCA work

2) Coding data and constructing the data matrix

3) Constructing the truth table

4) Causal identification and minimization

Researcher interaction is relevant at all points.éxample, through readjustment and

18 particularly for causal conditions C andIBvolvement of international actoend E:Economy
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reformulation of the causal conditions and dataesdd ensure a correspondence between the
analysis and the empirical observations. This iiqadarly relevant in moving from state
three to four. Additionally, the analysis of thaedings in point four can be usefully elaborated

through description.

1) Pre-QCA work
In this stage, the causal conditions and datad@mified and retrieved (Coverdill and Finlay

1995, 461, Rihoux and De Meur 2009, 39-44). Thaxess is largely covered in the theory

and data chapter. It consisted of inductive andidige strategies. Deductive, because it
assessed and evaluated theories and conceptstprebgrother scholars. Inductive, in that it
also considered what factors empirically seemdaktthe most important. Since no other
collective meta-analysis has been made of the gedevelopment afle facte states, this has

been an important part of the preparations.

Collecting the data for the analysis has provenpimaited. One reason for this is that tee
facto-states are rarely considered a separate entitlydsg compiling data-sets. Consequently,
a variety of sources has been used in order tmiflate each causal condition from different
perspectives, hoping to properly being able totifiewhat value each should obtain. The
sources and discussions of the coding can be sdbr Raw table in Appendix 3and 4 but

will not be included in the main text.

Collecting data foCausal condition A: Ethnicity as state foundat{étypothesis H},
distinguishing whether or not the entity holds stidct ethnic group, has shown to be more
accessible information. Either because it is nolyrdibcussed in articles about the region, or
because demographic distribution has been detfayledhers Causal condition B: Level of
democratic institutions as compared with the pastate(Hypothesis HRhas been
somewhat difficult to collect information on. Fimgj information on thele factestate’s
institutions is fairly straightforward when readiagicles about the region, but being able to
compare it with that of the parent state can beensomplicated. When possible, both the
situation at the time of seceding and per 2012bkeas included for bottle factestate and
parent. If this has not been possible, the infoionat for the closest possible time has been
included. Collecting data fa€ausal condition C: UN veto power opposition andi€al
condition D: UN veto power support (Hypotheses iH8 B4), has proven itself to be a varied
experience. Finding official statements and invoteat is not complicated, but assessing
informal leverage most certainly is. For this regsoostly official relations have been
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included. Informal connections are ignored unleégy fare frequently discussed in the
literature and claimed to be of utmost importarmeliede factestate. Information for

Causal condition E: Economic level significantlyfelient from the parent stafelypothesis

H5), has proven to be particularly difficult to obtanformation for, but it has been possible

to cover all of the entities. The evaluations & 8erb Republics are the most uncertain. Since
none of the sources discussing resource distributiche former Yugoslavia in general or the
two entities in particular claimed that economye&sources were at any time a topic, they

have been considered as having a similar niveduearsparents.

2) Coding data and constructing the data matrix
This step produces the foundations for the upcorRiany data table and the Truth table. The

operationalization and coding required for the toseof the table will be further described in
section 4.3 below. The causal conditions are cdeayethe researcher and based on previous
analyses. The logic is that if something repeateddbeen as important for different non-
recognised stated, it is interesting to exploretiwethis will turn out to be generally
influential as well. What has been identified ie thajority of case- and regional studies is
mostly overlapping with the causal conditions idfeed by both Pegg (1998) and Kolstg
(2006). Seeing as both these studies took placgdtie declaration of independence by
Kosovo in 2008, gathering input from articles vaittafter that has been valudble

Coverdill and Finlay (1995, 461-463) identify thqg@blems during the coding process. The
first is the need for comparable data on every.cagee QCA is dependent on the
researcher’s ability to correctly assess the in&drom and code it thereafter, perfect
comparability on all data is difficult to obtaino Bbtain the highest level of comparability
possible and minimise the risk of human error leyrésearcher, there are multiple sources
behind each allotted value in the Raw table. Dubéssometimes sparse information
available, the data obtaining and coding procesgphaven to be extremely time consuming.
It has taken a full half of the time that has besguired to complete this thesis. The second
problem identified by Coverdill and Finlay (199%14463) is that of correctly coding each
causal condition for each entity without tweakihg tesults in the expected direction based

on holistic impressions. Third comes the poterrablem of finding the best cut-off point

17 Caspersen (2008c, 2010a, 2008b, 2010b, 2008a, 200%, 2012a), and Caspersen and Stansfield 2011
have been particularly useful for identifying thatgntial effects of democratic institutions and dpparent
change in discourse by the international commuagyalso discussed in the Theory chapter.
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between the valug and0 on the outcome when no natural break-off poinespaeserit®.
Any cases where this has proven problematic ateedsed upon in the Raw table in
Appendix 3.

In order to minimize the risk of the researchertakiss, as explained by Coverdill and Finlay
(1995), the coding of parts of the raw table wélreplicated by externals. Three de facto-
states are chosen randomly from the sample, anel gieen to volunteets® together with the
original sources and the operationalization ofdtiesal conditions. Should their coding give a
different result, the operationalization would bgroved and the coded values re-evaluated.
This has not proven to be the case, which meamnshi@a@onstruction of the Truth table can

commence.

3) Constructing the truth table
Here, the Truth table is constructed (Rihoux andvi2zeir 2009, 44-47). Coverdill and Finlay

(1995, 464) describes the process as follows:,EirBaw data matrtx’ should be

constructed, listing all the entities, with theespective values on each causal condition. This
case-oriented table sets the ground for the cordtgun-focused Truth table that is to follow.
In the latter, all logically possible outcomes bsted, and the cases are placed in their

corresponding rows. The operationalizations thatcthdes are based on are presented below.

Between steps three and four, the researcher malstate whether the operationalization and
coding has been good enough. Cs/QCA does not hawag &0 handle contradicting outcomes

with the same attributes.

4) Causal identification and minimization
QCA is not concerned with the individual effectscafisal conditions, but rather the

configurations of them. It is fully possible thateofactor proves important in collaboration
with another despite not having any obvious effegtgiself. For this reason, all the causal
conditions will be added before the analysis cagirbdf any of them prove to be irrelevant

for the outcome, it will be removed from the invgation as part of the minimisation process.

18The sources and reasons behind each value wdliispéayed in Appendix 3 instead of in the main tertas
to maintain a clear and easily followable textha thesis.

19 All the volunteers have a master’s degree or higheither social sciences or the humanities, werk
recruited amongst people from the researcher’'sseral circle. After being given the sources areldbding
operationalizations for their entity, they workexcs This tests whether the original coding is iegidle, and if
the operationalizations are clear and logical. Evaluation was identical to the original, indicgtithat
researcher bias and unjustified coding is not gbadplem here. The recoded entities are AnjouagaBGzia and
Somaliland.

120 A full version with sources is found in AppendixaBd 4, and Table 11 and Table 12 in Appendix 2.
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The last stage before the analysis can begin imesars the minimisation of the truth table
(see for instance Ragin and Sonnett 2004, RihodX2enMeur 2009, 56-59). The causal
combinations will be sorted by their outcome ifitand1-configurations and analysed
separately. The formulas for success and faillgadmntified. Then the results of those
analyses will be used on tde factestates with no clear outcomes, to investigate dvat is
possible to evaluate the strength of the positich® different uncompleted entities based on
the results of this analysis. The specificitieshad will be further commented in the Analysis

chapter.

Ragin (1987, 95-99) describes that Boolean impisa- that is, the reduced causal
combinations - can be further minimised throughuctidn to prime implicants. Though this
could contribute to an increased parsimony, it niit be done here. Considering the low

number of included entities, reducing too much magtfuscate as much as it clarifies.

In addition to the four first steps, Rihoux and Beur (2009, 59-65) proposes a fifth:
bringing in the “logical remainders” cases - ttetlogical combinations with no empirical
matches. This is meant as a means to achieve maenony, and is done by including non-
observed logical remainders. This is not done Heragasons further discussed in the

Analysis chapter.

Necessary and sufficient causes and combinati@nedhwill be identified for the successful
de factestates and for the failures. Ragin (1987, 99-Hadines a condition as necessary if it
“must be present for an outcome to occur”, anda@efit if it “by itself can produce a certain

outcome”.

4.3 Operationalization of the outcome and causal conditions

To properly code the data and construct the reletadntes, the operationalization of the
causal conditions and outcome will be explainec ififiormation used for the analysis is
compiled by the researcher, using a multitude ofa®s like quantitative data-sets, news-
articles and scientific articles. Data on non-retegd states can be both difficult to find and
trust, so it is important in all the causal corahs to ensure credibility by gathering
information from various sources. Where the soucoedradict each other, there will by

necessity be an evaluation of trustworthiness arahtity that decides the allotted value. For
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instance, if several researchers argue one paidtpaly one or a few contradict it, the many

will win over the few, given equal trustworthiness.

It is not expected that the included entities Wwéluniversally accepted as the ultimate
selection. Although the definition ale factestates by Kolstg (2006, 724-725) is widely
used, the selections based on it are not alwaypletaly overlappintf’. Considering the
highly diverse nature of these entities, disagreg#rar which entities are to be included must
be expected. The same goes for the operationalizafithe causal conditions and the coding
of the different values. The coding of all causaditions will entail measuring and
evaluating approximates, as the relevant informmatianost cases is general and unclear. In
addition there is the problem of the credibilitytbé data. Being conflict zones - though
frozen - it is expected that differing accountshafse entities may exist due to propaganda or
misinformation of other sort¥. To ensure that any potential damages by thifiewalidity

and quality of the analysis are kept to a minimthra,coded data is based on multiple sources
and any disagreements between them are pointad thé Raw data table in Appendix 3.

In order to maintain transparency, the operatiaa#ibn and coding will be discussed in this
section. Starting with the outcome and continuinitp whe causal conditions, each point will
be discussed in order chronologically from the thehapter. Special attention is given to
coding that is particularly debatable or diffictdtpin down.

4.3.1 The outcome: state recognition

State recognition will here be defined as UN mersiigr As previously mentioned, this does
not entail full acceptance by all other UN membates. It does, however, mean that the area
in question has been recognised both by the major powers in the Security Council and

the majority of other states in the General Assgnasid that all the other members must
relate to it as a state (The United Nations 07AP2P). As the outcome here is dichotomous

by nature, this coding is not expected to posepaalglems.

UN membership is given the valienon-membership is given the valiie

121 As an example, note how the compilationsleffactestates since the second world war made by Casperse
(2012h, 4) and Anderson (2011, 185) differ botkvirat entities are included and their time of existeeven
though they are sections in the same work.

122 Of the five steps Kolsta (2006) presents fromptacess otle factestate building, information and other
“soft power” is seen as the most important. Thé®ahcludes the possibility of a certain bias ia ithformation
spread about the entity.

59



4.3.2 Causal condition A: Ethnicity as state found#on

This causal condition reports whether tleefactestate was founded on the concept of
ethnicity. Though the concept of ethnicity is atested on¥>, it is not the goal of this thesis
to give evaluations regarding the legitimacy ofroks of being an ethnic group or
membership in one. Here, | will examine what othexge considered as constituting ethnic
groups.

The basis for the de facto state is consideree tethnicity if thede factestate was founded
as a homeland for an ethnic group which is distireeh the population in the mother state.
This would also include cases such as Abkhaziarevie purpose clearly was creating an
Abkhaz state despite the fact that the Abkhaz \wetially a minority in the regioff*. Any
entity where ethnicity was an important part of tiecourse of creation is placed in this
category. It is not the specific size of the ethgnoup that is the most important, but whether
the entity was created with the ethnic group indnin

Entities not considered as having ethnicity asse iacludes situations when the ethnic
composition is the same - miXédor homogeneod®’ - in the two entities. If ethnic
composition was not seen as important during thatmn of thede factestate, it is included

in this category.

If the state foundation is considered as ethni din facto-state is codédOtherwise, it is
codedO.

4.3.3 Causal condition B: Level of democratic instiitions as compared with the parent
state

This causal condition measures the level of dentioarestitutions as compared with the
parent state. What is interesting is seeing ifdhéactestate holds a higher level of
democracy than its parent. In situations whereighigt the case, it is seen as irrelevant to

distinguish whether the parent is at the same levabové?’.

123 gee for instance Baumann (2004) for a discussioth® concept.

124 For more on how the ethnic composition in Abkhdma changed over the years, see (UNPO 2009, Clogg
2001, Ciobanu 2008, 118-121, Beachain 2012).

125 Eritrea is an example ofde factestate with a heterogeneous population splittiogtia heterogeneous
parent. See Lloyd (1994-1995, 418-419), Collier bioeffler (2002, 20-22), CIA World Factbook (12.2213),
Encyclopaedia Britannica (2013i).

126 somaliland and Puntland are exampledefactestates with a homogeneous population splittingifeo
homogeneous parent (Gikes 1999, Mesfin 2009, UNHE®9, Huliaras 2010).

127 These distinctions can be seen in the Raw tabA@pendix 3..
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Having “democratic institutions” does not mean titn&tre is a fixed set of criteria the entity
must fulfil. Being a democratic entity as suchhsrefore less important than being more
democratic than the parent. The focus is on org#oigal abilities. This includes elections,
governmental turnover, citizen participation, wedfaystems, level of electoral violence,
creating and maintaining infrastructure, and soB®ing a democratic polity first requires
there to be an organised government. This meahsh#r@ are no universal criteria being
applied here, since the situation is expected tdiffterent in each case. The entities need not,

for instance, hold democratic elections in consdéd democratic regimes.

To measure this, report from Freedomhouse and GiAdNFactbook is used in tandem with
analyses of case and regional studies. The numedlies in the former are considered
unproblematic to compare for the parent anddinéactestate, for they are each evaluated
using the same mechanisms. Analysis from the titegds more complex, but it is assumed to

be valid if the entity is portrayed as more dembcithan its parent in multiple sources.

Institutional strength and democratic level is mead in comparison with the parent state
due to the arguments presented in the Theory ahdjlis distinction is thus common in the
theory on the field. Testing for the presence ehderatic institutions in general is not seen as
making sense in this case as the arguments atonelf®

Having a higher level of democratic institutionglwe coded a4, otherwise the value given
is 0.

4.3.4 Causal condition C: UN veto power oppositioand Causal condition D: UN veto
power support

These conditions report whether thefactestate has faced international involvement by UN
veto holders or whether it has not. The Theory tdrgmresents hypotheses that go in opposite
directions, and gauges that involvement can beotsf & positive and negative kind. UN veto
powers are the most mighty single states when mé@ierg membership in the UN, so the
focus will be on the actions of these states. Ndiithey are not the only states capable of

aiding or harmingle factestates, but in this specific situation they dodhehormous power.

“Involvement” implies several things, the three miogportant of which here are diplomatic,

128 Haugland (2008) analyses the presence or absédesnocratic institutions per se in her includeates-in-
spe, and finds no connection between the causditcmmand UN recognition.

61



military and economic intervention. The first, dipiatic intervention, involves active support
or opposition of the state-status of the entitgcéynising the entity entails supporting it, as
does arguing its case in important fGfar providing help in developing state institutibils
Diplomatic opposition could be laying down a vetostrongly arguing in favour of the

parent state or the value of territorial soverejdiit

Military intervention with the goal of supporting opposing** the entity counts, but not
cases where the purpose is simply resolving th#licbr-or example: International
intervention in North Cyprus is nearly exclusivelgne to promote diplomatic relations and
conflict resolution - not to support or oppose deefacto-state (Sonmez and Apostolopoulos
2008, Atasoy 2003, loannides and Apostolopoulo®1P@dd 2009). This kind of activity

does not count here.

Economic intervention can come in many forms, butdre generally seen as trade -

including blockades - and economic aid to the redif

A veto power can, like other states, change itaiopion international matters and vote
differently in different UN Security Council meegis regarding thde factestate. This has
indeed been the case for Bangladesh, but not éootter successful entitfd$ For this
reason the focus is on data from as close to the directly after thele factestate was

created as possible.

For causal condition C, having UN veto power oppasiwill be coded ag; otherwise it will
be coded ab. For causal condition D, having UN veto power sappvill be coded ag; the

lack thereof will be coded &5

129 Russia argues in favour of the recognition of, agsb others, South Ossetia and Abkhazia (Fawn 2008,
UNPO 2009, Ciobanu 2008, 121).

130 Both Kosovo and East Timor have received imporiternational aid to develop their political instions
(K-FOR 2013, EULEX 23.01.2013, The United Natiorz&ity Council 1999).

131 Russia opposes the recognition of Kosovo, argaingngst other points that the territorial integtdfySerbia
is important (Caspersen 2008b, 1, Fawn 2008, 2910, BBC 2010, Ciobanu 2008, 159).

132 Both the UK, the USSR and USA were militarily iftwed against Biafra (Berg 2005, 228, Ciobanu 2008,
72, 84).

133The United Kingdom imposed blockadesdmfactestate Rhodesia (Pinkston 2005, 7).

134 For Bangladesh, see (USUN 13.05.2013, The UnitatibNs General Assembly 1974). For East Timor, see
(The United Nations Security Council 2002) . Foitren, see (United Nations Security Council 19%2).

South Sudan, see.(The United Nations General Adgezth1l, The United Nations Security Council 2011).
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4.3.5 Causal condition E: Economic level significdly different from the parent state

This causal condition reports whether the econamu@tion in thede factestate is similar to
or disproportionally different from the rest of garent. In other words, it measures whether
the parent state faces 1) no significant and urgtmmal economic changes by the
disappearance of its rebel entity or 2) an econdosie or gain by losing the secessionist
entity. This is done to find out whether economg pkayed an important role for the

secessionist conflict.

Economy and natural resources are hard to measutke focus is on relative terms. Will the
parent state be economically wounded through tbe &b thede factestate? Will it benefit?
The answer “yes” to any of those two questionshare seen to indicate that when
considering resources, the region is significadifferent from the rest of the state it is
attempting to split from. And thus, that economay de expected to have been an important
factor. In situation where both have more or lagssame level, it is logical that this cannot
have been of a high importance. If the parent do¢$ace significant losses or gains, the
economic situation in thae factestate is not considered to be sufficiently differtor

economy to matter largely.

By “economic level” it is not meant only money ordSs Domestic Products. Also included
are resources such as for instance oil or minezats; if they are or were not extracted and
taken full advantage of during the factestate’s existence. This includes having
proportionally more or less of the state’s induSttyholding important harbour® or oil

deposits®” et cetera.

What is meant by a “significant” loss or gain igoogsible to numerize, as it is a matter of
relative proportions. What matters the most is thiatperceived as importdrt It is

unrealistic to expect the potential in natural teses or lack thereof to be assessed in detalil.
Central banks and detailed budgets are not nedgsseasting or trustworthy for these types

of entities. It is therefore impossible to set nuoa thresholds. The belief of loss or gain can

135 For example, Transnistria has un-proportionallymaf Moldova’s industrial factories on its terriggBerg

2005, 228, Ciobanu 2008, 71-72, 84).

136 The main harbour in the Comoros was in Anjouathatime of the conflict (Ayangafac 2008, 3-5, Gwell
2010, 55-56).

137 50uth Sudan has nearly all of the oil previousiyied by Sudan (Ross 08.07.2011).

138 The focus on perceived resources and their digtaib is supported by Wood (1981, 116-117) Lard®eq),
Ghai and Regan (2006), and Cornish (2010).
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be interesting here. If is it claimed that the pasgate stands to lose or gain much by the loss
of its unruly region, it is counted as relevantsdfentific articles on the entity claim that there
is a resource distribution discrepancy, this is allsderstood to be relevant.

If the parent state stands to lose or gain ecoraliyiby the loss of thde factestate, the

code will bel. Otherwise, the value &

4.4 Chapter summary

Crisp set QCA has been chosen as the method fothibsis. Partly because it is well suited
for medium-N-analyses. Also because it is welleiitor assessment of causal combinations.
QCA-analysis has four steps, namely 1) Pre-QCA wylCoding data and constructing the
data matrix, 3) Constructing the Truth table an€4ysal identification and minimization. To
add more depth, descriptive analysis will be usedraanalytic tool.

Then, the operationalization of the causal conditias performed and is summarised as
follows. Outcome: UN membership is given the valuaon-membership is given the value
0. A: If the state foundation is considered as eththiede factestate is coded. Otherwise, it
is coded). B: Having a higher level of democratic institutioml be coded a4 otherwise
the value given if. C: having UN veto power opposition will be codedlastherwise it will
be coded ab. D: having UN veto power support will be codedlaghe lack thereof will be
coded a®. E: If the parent state stands to lose or gain ecacaldiy by the loss of thde

facto-state, the code will b& Otherwise, the value &
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5. Analysis Chapter: seeking patterns

In this chapter, the main analysis takes part.diapter starts with a presentation of the
strategy of the investigation, presenting what idldone how and why. Then the actual
analysis will be performed and the results disatigseelation to the thesis’ research
guestion. Further, the potential patterns for thexessful and failed state-creation attempts
will be used to try to give an evaluation of dhefactestates whose status is not yet decided.
All configurations will have the valuesor O, meaning that “don’t care”- outcomes and
logical remainders will be avoided (Rihoux and Deuvi2009, 44). Though utilising the
QCA-softwaré® in the analyses, it is important to note that &AQs a process open for
researcher input at every stage of the procedatawing the recommendations by Ragin
(1987, 164-171), descriptive analyses and evalogtiall be included throughout the process
as supplements to the main analysis. Only the Taliles are presented in the text. The Raw

table with sources can be found in Appendices 34and

5.1 Strategy of analysis:. how the investigation will be performed

First analysis: Crisp set QCA

The cs/QCA-analysis will be presented first, idgig the logical formulas for successful
and failedde factestates. The entities with no clear outcome will lb® included in this part

of the investigation.

Step one - The Truth table and preliminary results.
The entities and causal conditions will be transied into configurations of cases. They will

be sorted intd/ O- configurations for success and failure respebtivithe analyses of the two
will proceed in tandem. The most obvious findingd e identified and collected

immediately.

Step two - Creating a model: Minimisation, and mhi@imal formulas.
This section creates the Truth table and identthesformulas (or simplified Boolean

equations) for success and failure. This creatasdel for evaluation afie factestates. The
unreduced, primitive causal terms will be reducsith@ Boolean minimization and the
process behind them is discussed (Haugland 200B35Ragin 1987, 85-101).

139 The Fuzzy Set Qualitative Comparative AnalysisiBafe by Ragin (15.03.2013) can be used for bagipcr
and fuzzy set analyses.
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Second analysis: Descriptive analyses
The cs/QCA-analysis will be further complementedalescriptive analysis based on the
same data as collected for the QCA-analysis, sgdkipresent a deeper understanding of the

outcomes experienced by ttie factestates included.

Step three - Distribution: identifying the typicdusal combination for success and failure
By evaluating the distribution of the presence absence of the different causal conditions

the typical formula is identified. Due to the lowmber of entities in each of the two
categories, it is possible that some important kadge is missed. Identifying the typical

combination could add robustness to the assessmwinwtsat leads to which outcomes.

Step four - Including the time aspect
As could be seen in the introducing descriptionthenData chapter, the setting in which an

entity was created is potentially important foratscome. A closer analysis of the entities in

light of which wave they belong to is performed.

Step five- A closer look at particular patternsntifed through analysis
This section presents a closer look at patternsrbewy apparent through the analyses, but

which are not covered in the Truth table.

Third analysis: Using analyses one and two to evadte the undetermined entities
This section takes the analysis one step furthéa#iempts using the knowledge of the

successes and failures to analyse the entitiesnwittiear outcome.

Step six - Analyses one and two applied to théienivith undetermined outcomes
This section evaluates the potential outcomes biigdetermined entities in light of the

causal combinations identified in analyses onetamd

Step seven - Adding extra causal conditions
Causal conditions identified by other researchezsapplied to the identified data in order to

evaluate their positions more precisely.
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5.2First analysis: Crisp set QCA
The following is the cs/QCA-analysis, applied te guccessful and failed entities separately.

5.2.1 - Step one - The Truth table and preliminaryesults.

In the Truth table, each logically possible comhboraof the causal conditions is listed as
rows. As explained abovhl, causal conditions creat® Bws. Each entity is placed in the
appropriate row sorted by the values of the difiecusal conditions. Seeing as this analysis
has five causal conditions, there are 32 posdilgieal combinations. Table 4 below shows
the truth table sorted into one group for thoséieatwho have achieved UN membership and

one for those who have become reintegrated inio plaeent states.

Table 4- Truth table for the first analysis

De facto- A B C D E Formula
state Ethnicit Democracy Veto opposition Veto support | Economy
y
SUCESSES (N = 4)
Bangladesh | 1 1 1 0 1 ABCdE
East-Timor | 1 0 0 1 1 AbcDE
Eritrea 0 1 0 0 1 aBcdE
South 0 1 0 1 1 aBcDE
Sudan
FAILURES (N=7)
Anjouan 0 0 0 0 1 abcdE
Biafra, 1 0 1 0 1 AbCdE
Chechnya
Gagauzia 1 1 0 0 1 ABcdE
Iraqi- 1 1 0 1 1 ABCcDE
Kurdistan
Katanga 0 0 1 0 1 abCdE
Republika 1 0 0 0 0 Abcde
Srpska,
Republika
Srpska
Krajina,
Rhodesia
Tamil 0 0 0 1 0 abcbe
Eelam

N = 11. Sources: see Appendix 3.

Each row in the Truth table represents one cawsabinatiort*® and includes all entities with
matching combinations. One causal combination calude manyle factestates. For the
causal terms, majuscules represent presence andceula absence of a causal condition, like

the numerical values andO. There are no contradictory cases, making recoaliragiding

140 Or «primitive causal term» (Haugland 2008, 52).
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causal conditions seem superfluous (Coverdill anthi 1995, 466), Rihoux and De Meur
(2009, 48-56), Ragin (1987, 113-118). Eleven of3Rgossible logical combinations have
corresponding empirical cases. There are only &t® &f combinations with more than one
matching case, none of which have succeeded iedoli statehood. They are 1) the Serb
Republics and Rhodesia, and 2) Biafra and Chechishya&ausal combination has more than
three matching entities. This might serve as amdeari of the heterogeneous nature of these
entities, as is already discussed in the Data ehapt

Is it possible to make a general analysis basemborbinations with such a low frequency as
this? Haugland (2008, 49) points out the poteildisd of reliability in analyses with low
frequency. The logic is that an analysis which adsntifies that entities are different does
not really explain much. Should only the combinasiovith the most corresponding cases be
analysed further? Ragin (1987, 46) recommendshgdttie frequency threshold for inclusion
to one or two corresponding cases when perforrmmglsand mediunN analyses. This is in
part based on a practical evaluation: specificadgdienomena do only rarely occur in large
guantities. Having a high threshold might lead ta@e generalizable outcome, but only if
there are sufficient cases to perform the analimie. to the limited number of cases, the
frequency threshold is here set to one and altiagisases are brought on to the further
analysis. The undetermined cases are kept oueddrihlysis for now. Only logical

remainders with no corresponding cases are excluded

Ragin (1987, 109) points out that ignoring the laglempirical cases is not a matter of
course. Another procedure is to assume that theersting combinations would lead to
failures and code them as such. It is also postiblse the existing theory and place them
based on assumed outcomes. The conservative aftexcluding them was deemed as most
appropriate for this thesis for two reasons. That fs that coding the non-existent
combinations as failures would ultimately limit ttieedibility of the analysis of that category.
The second is to maintain the focus on empiricadence rather than on theoretical
evaluations. This thesis is written in the hopé&rading patterns in existinge factestates

and their development pathways, and a focus onrooglevents is therefore necessary.

Rihoux and De Meur (2009, 57) recommends minimizivel andO-configurations
separately seeing that perfect causal symmetrgtitorbe expected in social sciences. In

other words, the minimal formula for tleconfigurations is not necessarily the opposite of
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the one for thd-configurations and the one can thus not be dediroedthe other. For this
reason, the two will be considered separately.CEses falling into the “Undecided’-category
will be left out of this part of the analysis, sinit is not yet clear whether they will succeed in
becoming a state or fail and reintegrate into thanent. This is to avoid comparing same with
same and muddling the value of the analysis. Teeswith undecided outcomes will be
brought in to the analysis after the investigatiohthe successes and failures, and an
evaluation of them based on the findings from the dther categories will be attempted.

It is possible to discern patterns already atdtage. The successfig factestates have in
common that they all had a different economic I¢keh their parent state at the time of the
split. Only Bangladesh was opposed by a UN vetogoavhen they first came into existence.
None of them had both an ethnically homogeneouslptipn and a higher level of
democracy than their parent. That the failuresaamere heterogeneous set is not surprising,
considering that there are more than twice as nsasgs and causal combinations. Despite
this, some impressions are possible. Most of thadhahdifferent economic level than their
parent, and a similar or lower level of democr&darly all entities with veto opposition are
found in this category, and the same is the casthése with the same economic level as

their parent.

5.22 - Step two - Creating a model: Minimisation, and thaninimal formulas.

The unreduced causal terms as shown in the Trbté ¢an be minimised and shown as a
minimal formula and are represented in the texbald letters. There will be one formula for
success and one for failure. This is done by comgahe causal combinations and
identifying those that are similar in all but orspact. Logically, that particular aspect is not
relevant for the outcome, and can be eliminateoh filwe equation. This is repeated until all
the remaining formulas differ from each other irotar more aspects. The remainders are
known as minimal formulas and form the basis fecdrning which causal conditions are
necessary and which are sufficient for the respeautcome. Note that logical algebra does
not strictly follow arithmetic patterns (Ragin 1982). Sufficient conditions are represented
by the logical AND, or *. Logically necessary cotidins, OR, are presented as +. Thus, as an
example, the minimal formulab indicates the combination afandb, a+b signals eithea or

b anda(b+c) acombined with eitheb or c.

The heterogeneity of the examined entities does, agparent from the Truth table, not bring
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to light any obvious common patterns for neitheacgss nor failure of obtaining UN
membership. That leads to a necessity of a dismussi thresholds for inclusion in the

further analysis. Two possible paths are 1) exalusif combinations and 2) exclusion of
causal conditions. First: It could be possiblelitac a more parsimonious minimal formula

if some of the entities are kept out of the equmtkor instance, accepting that the formula
covers a general or qualified majority of the conaions, could contribute to a clearer
answer to the question on what entities or caumabmations gain UN membership. This

will not be done here, for fear of choosing the mg@ombination to exclude. One of the most
important purposes for this thesis is to seek padttor all of thede factestates, and

exclusion of those that do not fit seem a poor reaohachieving this goal - particularly so
when considering the low number of combinationsanh category. The second suggestion of
treating as irrelevant those causal conditiongdigglaying any apparent effect is more
relevant. If a fifty-fifty spread of a conditionig found where the outcom&sandO are not
corresponding with the spread of any other caumadition it is logical that this condition has
not had an effect on the outcome. Any such camastwill thus be removed from the

analysis.

Table 5- Minimal formulas of reduced causal terasaodel for success and failure
for de facto-states

Success (0) Failure (o)
O = ABCdE+ AbcDE+ aBcdE+ aBcDE 0 = abcdE+ AbCdE+ ABcdE+ ABcDE+ abCdE+
Abcde+ abcDe
Factored terms: Factored terms:
Including all causal conditions: Including all causal conditions:
O = aBcE+AE(BCd+bcD) o =E(abcd+bCd+ABc)+bce(Ad+aD)
After removing conditions D and A: No removal of conditions is possible.

0 =BCE+bcE+BCcE— O = E(BC+bc+Bc)

A: Ethnicity, B: Democracy, C: Veto opposition, \&to support, E: Economy, O: Outcome
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Analysis of the formula for Success: O = E(BC+bcy¥Bc
After having removed as irrelevaidt UN veto power suppoendA: Ethnicity as state

foundation, the reduced formula@s= E(BC+bc+Bc).There are thus three main types of
successfutle factestatesThe formula showsonditionE as necessary, but is not by itself
sufficient for the outcomeln other words, the entity must have a differemtleof economy
than its parent, but this is not by itself enouglerieate the outcome success.

The formula indicates that all successfalfactestates have had a scoreladn causal
conditionE, or a different level of economy from its paretats at the time of secession. This
corresponds with the expectations presentelddA different economic level than the parent
state increases the chances of recognitidmough this seems like a clear finding, it is thior
keeping in mind that it is fully possible that wisfound is more an indication that entities
with a different level of economy more frequenttieanpts secession than others. It is also
unclear whether it is the kind of resources, tiellef difference or the net value that is
behind this effect. Similarly, it is impossiblengad from this analysis what lies behind this
finding. Is it an endogenous or exogenous effeamaybe both? Regardless, it is the single
causal condition with a clear presence in all sssfteéde factestates and it supports previous
literature on the field.

The value8C+bc+Bc show the different combinations of causal condgiB, Level of
democratic institutions as compared with the pastate andC, or UN veto power
opposition The results shown are partly contradictory, billtleave some things in common.
The most striking is that none of the three showsvdto opposition coupled with a lower
level of democracy than the parent. It is more cammo have than to lack a higher level of
democracy, supporting the assumed effect presamte8: A different economic level than
the parent state increases the chances of recogniiwo of the three combinations show an
absence of veto opposition. This is in accordanitie thve assumptiond3: Opposition from a
UN veto power decreases the chances of recognlii@imo combinatory causality is clear.
Any consistent combination of the two factors i$ digscernible. More of the entities show a
presence of a higher level of democracy couplet witack of veto opposition.

A summary could therefore be: the successéutactestates who have become UN members
have differing levels of resources from their pa&sesenerally, they exhibit a higher level of

democracy than them, and they are not opposed bydidNholders. Removing causal
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conditionsA andD has weakened hypothed¢sandH4. The hypothesisiShas been
strengthened, where&l2 andH3 are unafflicted by the results.

Analysis of the formula for Failure: o = E(abcd+b&ABc)+bce(Ad+aD)
For the failed de facto-states, it is not possibleemove any causal conditions as irrelevant,

since the spread is never evenly split in any timacThe reduced formula created after
analysing the failed attempts at secessianasE(abcd+bCd+ABc)+bce(Ad+aD)No
conditions are found to be necessary or suffidigrthemselves and there are no less than

five different pathways to failure represented here

That there are five main types of faildd factestates identified shows that these entities are
more heterogeneous than the successful ones.sTing surprising, as it has been shown
multiple times throughout this analysis that dedestates come from a vast variety of
backgrounds and have had diverging developments $ieir creation. But despite their

particularities, there are still some commonalitiest can be identified.

The most frequent causal condition to havé&,idifferent economic level than the parent
state. Hypothesisl5 is apparently weakened. Its near constant pressrsiilar to the
successful entities, but this category also inductembinations where this condition is
absent. Having the presence of the condition ih bo¢ category for successful and faitkzl
facto-states indicate that merely being economicallfediint is not enough to predict the
direction of the outcome. If anything is to be deett; it is thus that economic difference is

not by itself enough to predict the outcomes.

The presence of an economically different levélase combined with any of the causal
conditions excepD, support from a UN veto holder. The one incidehere veto support is
coupled with a different level of economy, expeceth by Iragi-Kurdistan, has been logically
reduced from the final equation. This is interggticonsidering the fifty-fifty spread of
support present in the successful group. Howeverjmportant not to draw hasted
conclusions regarding the effects of external @ do support was one of the conditions
removed from the analysis of successes, as it eased logically irrelevant. What appears
to be the case is that for faildd factestates, international support has been abserg, Thi
combined with a different economic level, is comnfi@nthe combinations in this category
except for the one where veto support was remddedce, hypothesid4 can be argued to
be strengthened, as UN veto support has been dbsdine failing entities.
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For the other causal conditions, patterns are haodsome by. Neithed, an ethnically

distinct baseB, higher level of democracy, &, veto opposition, display any clear trends and
the variety shown by the causal combinations ptasakes it near impossible to give any
clear conclusions as to which entities fail. THugotheses$il, H2andH 3 are neither

weakened nor strengthened.

To summarise, failede factestates portray a wide range of different traitg, they generally
have a different level of economy than their pagsd they are not supported by a UN veto
holder. Hypothesisl5 is somewhat weakened as three of the five carggattories display
having a different level of economy than the pastate. Hypothesid4 is strengthened, as
UN veto support has not been given to these esitilgpotheses-3 are not supported or
weakened to any large degree. It thus appearsvthik they might provide an aid for
understanding success they contribute little tsgray what lies behind failure. It is clear that
here, the path to failure is not the opposite efgghth to success.

5.3 Second analysis. Descriptive analyses

After having utilised cs/QCA to identify the causaimbinations leading to success and
failure, two formulas have been identified. Suctidsntities follow the trajector® =
E(BC+bc+Bc)and failures followo = E(abcd+bCd+ABc)+bce(Ad+aD) Those are the
logical formulas, and were found through Booleanimisation. They describe what logical
combinations are found within the different enstleading up to the two different outcomes
success and failure. This section will examinedis&ibution of the causal conditions. It is
done to seek the typical success and failure. Fdmsof the analysis is descriptive, and
examines the distribution of the different causalditions. Having so few of them in each
category, one diverging entity could influence tésulting logical combination greatly. This
additional analysis is included to support the Itesaf the cs/QCA-based main analysis by
providing an extra layer to the model. Includingaarcher evaluations follows the
recommendations made by Coverdill and Finlay (1983-466) and Ragin (1987).

5.3.1 - Step three - Distribution: identifying thetypical causal combination for success
and failure

In order to evaluate the future of thaefactestates whose final outcomes are still
unknown, it would be practical having a more clieandation for the analysis than what is

possible now. Since the different combinationsdiseussed in the previous section, this will
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focus on the distribution of single causal condisian order to gauge whether there are
factors that are more common in each category tieg@re being little consistency in the
combinations discovered. This section will point major differences and similarities

between the two categories, and try making theltseeswore comprehensive.

Causal conditiom, having a distinct ethnic base, does not showctesr tendencies. Half of
the successful combinations have this conditiosge as do two-thirds of the failed ones.
This is in contrast with the expected effect statelypothesiddl. What appears to be the
case is that the ethnic foundation for secessi@s dot have any clear effect on the outcome,
as the spread is fairly equal. But this pictureas necessarily that clear. As shown in Table 4
on page 67, the vast majority ad factestates have had a distinct ethnic foundation. When
evaluation the combinations leading up to recognitit is notable that there is a
disproportionally large amount of those who havedbee UN members who do not fit into
this category. This discrepancy corresponds wighctinservative attitude of the UN
discussed in the Theory chapter, discouraging risation of new states apart from the periods
of decolonisation and the break-down of the comstwmions USSR and Yugoslavia. It
might seem that while it is more likely thade: factestates have distinct ethnic concentrations

than not, they do not succeed. Thus, hypothesis neither supported nor weakened.

For those combinations that have led to UN memlygrshusal conditionB, a higher level

of democracy, an@, UN veto opposition, are identical in three of fber possible cases.
Having a higher level of democracy and lacking vagposition is the most common
combination, but it only holds true for two of tfer combinations. The other two have
contrasting scores. Still, there are contrasts éeitvthe two groups. For the failed
combinations, a higher level of democracy is onlgspnt in two of six, indicating that similar
or lower democratic levels can be associated ailre. This supports hypothesi? and

can serve as a nod to the statements from thedpreésof Nagorno-Karabakh who argued that
those states recognising Kosovo would find it Harexplain why they do not recognise
Nagorno-Karabakh (Caspersen 2012b, 2). The disioibof UN veto opposition is nearly
identical for both the failed and the succesdifactestates, but the successes have faced
this hinder most rarelyd3 therefore appears support&dhat lies behind the decision to
discourage the creation of new states by the veteps is uncleaf’, but it appears that when

141 5ee a discussion in Haugland (2008, 61-62) omveténg causes on the many reasons behind states’
decisions in these manners.
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these decisions have been made it has the defieet & denying statehood to the hopeful

entity.

ThoughD, veto support, was removed from the analysis @fticcessful combinations, it is
apparent that having such support is far more comimothose who succeed than for those
who fail. This supportsi4and indicates that whilde factestates might survive by
themselves, they seem more likely to be unablato gcceptance without a powerful friend.
An absence of this is one of the most visible fectbe failedde factestates have in
common, combined with a different level of econo®geing that half the successful

combinations also lack this support, this is naiugh to explain the outcomes by itself.

As stated above, both categories show that haviiffexent economical level from your
parent is beneficial in order to gain both outconassseen by analysing causal conditon
This can indicate a number of things. Firstlyupports the choice of cs/QCA as the correct
method to use for this type of analysis, sincepears that there are more factors working
together for the different outcomes. Secondlypirs for a further refinement of the
operationalization. Though the theories that cib#te basis foH5 do not point in any clear
direction, the best understanding of this mighdifierent from the one analysed here. It
appears that the existence of economic differenters. However, a further analysis could

prove interesting in later work$15 is unaffected by this analysis.

Despite the heterogeneity of the analysed entig®sg clearly visible in the causal
combinations, the descriptive analysis has showhgbme indicators of what typically has
led to success and failure can be found. The typioecessfutle factestate does not have,
a distinct ethnic population, nor isGt opposed by a UN veto power. It H&sa higher level
of democracy than its parent, and is offersupported by a UN veto holder. Its economic
situation,E, is different from its parent. The causal comboratvould beaBcDE, which
corresponds to that of South Sudan. If the previbsisussion is considered and the

conditionsA andD are removed, it is found that EritreeBcdE) also matches this category.

The typical failedde factestate has a distinct ethnic populatidn but a similar or lower
level of democracyB, than its parent. It is generally opposed by avghd powerC, and
lacks veto supporD. It also has a different economic levie],than its parent. The typical

combination for failed entities is, apart from fbe economic indicator, diametrically
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contrasting with that for success. It readsCdE, which corresponds to both Biafra and

Chechnya.

5.3.2 - Step four - Including the time aspect

Since the entities examined are very different faoma another in both origins, outcome and
development trajectories, examining them using nfextors than only those that become
clear in the first Truth table can be useful. Itlsar that combinations of causal conditions
matter for their developmental trajectories, bus qually clear that there are more factors
influencing the outcomes than what is found soéren studying the descriptive tables in

the first section of this investigation, as presedrit the Theory and Data chapters, one pattern
stands out from the rest. Table 6 below presentd apears to be a correlation between the
wave of state creation the entity corresponds thisnoutcome.

Rihoux and Ragin (2009, 20-22) demonstrate thécdiffes of including temporal aspects
when using QCA. Here, the time aspect will not fgrant of the QCA-analysis as such, but
will serve as part of a descriptive analysis compliting the main investigation. A cross table
is created, displaying thae factestates by outcome and creation wave. For illustat
purposes, this table will also include the entitidese end has yet to be determined. A time
dimension is a kind of condition which is bounchtve other, underlying factors influencing
the outcomes. For that reason, the discussionmilide attempts at analysing developments
in the political climate regarding state creatinreach wave.

Table 6- Cross table with time of creation and oute of de facto-states

Recognised Undetermined Disappeared Total
First wave 0 (-/-) 0 (-/-) 3 (30/100) N=3
Second Wave 0 (-/-) 5 (55/55) 4 (40/45) N=9
Third Wave 4 (100/36) 4 (45/36) 3 (30/27) N =11
Total N=4 N=9 N =10

N = 23. Percentage of total for each outcome cajeiggparentheses. Right side = share in outcortegoay,
left side = share in wave category.

The cross table shows the point of creation andresut for thede factestates with clear
outcomes. It serves as a clear indication thaetisemore behind state recognition than
merely endogenous factors within each entity. Tlstrobvious one regards thasefacte
states that have become UN members. Not a singl@fthese has come from the first or
second state creation wave. Every entity from itts¢ fvave has disappeared. This very clear-

cut distribution corresponds with the expressedreles the UN to not accept state creation
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outside of the specified allowance for decolongatiThe entities with undetermined status
are more or less evenly shared between the filskaoond wave. A less strict application of
the discouragement of new state creation couldtieditis outcome. Similarly, the

disappearede factestates are distributed nearly equally betweerthtee waves. This could

indicate that failure is not reliant on timing.

The second wave presents a less clear result. f@ineentities created, five are without a
conclusion per 2013, and four have disappearethéfive incomplete, three are supported
by Russia and one by the European UHiorit thus appears that it is not necessarily sb tha
these have managed to survive simply by their duiitias. Nagorno-Karabakh, the only one
not receiving support by the EU and being the leashected with Russia of all entities
supported by the latter, has a strong and cloagioakhip with Armenia and can thus also be
claimed to not necessarily manage by itself. Thtus of the second wave- entities indicate a
potential change in the international climate atfter fall of the communist unions, where
other states apparently felt able to support @stitvhose dreams of sovereignty were

benefitting themselves.

The third wave, including entities that are neitbkethe decolonisation or post-union group, is
even less clear-cut in its outcomes. All the recsgphentities are found here. Of the

remaining seven, only three of tle factestates have disappeared. Of those yet to be
completed everyone but Northern Cyprus are witlsagrificant aid from other statéd

They are thus believed to being able to supporhfiedves to a higher degree than those of the
same status from the second wave, and further sinaguld prove interesting though this is

beyond the scope of this thesis.

It is clear that there is a pattern discerniblerfrithe cross table. All the successful entities are
neither from the decolonisation nor post-commummson waves. Rather, they are distinct
entities who have managed to gain acceptance indepéy. The undetermined entities were
created in the second and third wave, with no mdigiribution difference. The creation of
the failures is evenly spread between the waves sthpe of action appears changed, and
over time a broader range of outcomes has develdjpedefore, it seems that something has
happened over time that has led to a change imtbeational reaction to these entities.

142 5ee the Raw data table in Appendix 4.
143 For more on this, see the Raw Table in appendix 4.
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What that is cannot be thoroughly examined herephbe potential reason does present itself:

less perceived reason to fear a domino-effect.

As is discussed in the theory chapter, the UN doé$n general encourage the creation of
new states except from when it is part of decokios or the dissolution of unions. Even
then, the new states should maintain its origimatlers. One argument for this has been the
desire to avoid a domino-effect. The fear is tle@essionist ideas should spread and create
aggressive separatism in many new areas. At theedfrdecolonisation and directly after the
fall of the communist unions, this fear was argyablch more legit than per 2012. The
sudden independence of many states, with manyqadléntities holding several ethnic
groups that potentially were or could become seoeiss, provides good reason to wish to

hold the reins and not allow more break ups tharabsolutely necessary.

This fear is less relevant now, seeing as there@samilar dissolutions taking place.

Similarly, the end of the Cold War might have cdnited to a diminishment of international
tension so that it is now possible to alter bor@derd other international questions without
considering its effects on the relationship betwthensides in the conflict. It therefore seems
understandable thde factestates are received differently now than befohesTs also
apparent when examining those entities that werated more or less at the same time as the
first and second waves, but are not part of themexample of this can be Taiwan. The entity
was created asde factestate more or less in parallel with the decolamsewave, but it is

not the same type of entity nor has it faced timeeskinds of reactions from the international
society as those forming part of the wa\iés

Summarising the discussion, it is clear that thrertg of the creation ade factestates

matters. The three state creation waves discuagheé itheory chapter displays three different
distributions of outcomes. Though impossible tafyghrough this analysis, it can seem
logical thatde factestates created with no or only a time relatiothetwo first waves are
received and treated differently from the othera assult of a diminished fear of a domino-
effect. The timing element will have to be brougtid the analysis of the undetermined cases

along with the results of the discussions of theceasful and failed entities.

144 More information about Taiwan can be found hereb&ge and Lee (2009), Freedomhouse (2012m), Chiang
(1999).
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5.3.3 Step five- A closer look at particular pattens identified through analysis

As has already been mentioned, there appearsdertsen particularities with the entities
supported by Russia. None of them have been resedjiais UN member states, yet none of
them have disappeared. No other patterns betwessifispreto power support and outcome

is this clear. This section aims to take a clogsek lat what the reasons for this might be.

Thede factestates supported by Russia are Abkhazia, Nagoarad€kh, South-Ossetia and
Transnistria. Russia has also been involved ayppaosing part in in Chechnya, which has
later disappeared, and Kosovo, which still existisi® not a UN member. They have not been
opposing any of the recognised entitf8sAs the USSE® it opposed Biafra, and followed
the UN recommendations of denying recognition ®ribw disappearedk factestates
Katanga and Rhodesfd Lynch (2002, 843-846) states that Russian supasplayed a

vital role in the survival of the Caucadies factestates. It appears that while negative
Russian involvement can coincide with failure, pgsiinvolvement does not lead to
recognition. Thatle factestates opposed by a veto power are not recograseat surprising.

But it is interesting to note that none of the supgd entities are recognised in the UN.

The Cold War is distinguished by a tense relatignbbtween USA and the Soviet Union.
One potential reason for the lack of acceptandeussia’s favourites could be that there is
some spill-over effect still in place. Babynin®{3) describes a conflict of interest between
the EU and Russia regarding the Post-Soviet teyri@milarly Trenin (2006) describes the
weakening ties between Russia and the West. Tspga@k03) provides a comprehensive
systematisation of the different relations betwReissia and its various neighbours,
demonstrating an all generally tense status. Wbaesidering thale factestates investigated,
it is noticeable the two have never supported #imesle factoestates. In fact, apart from
Nagorno-Karabakh, entities supported by Russiamatrsupported by anyone else. If some
level of distrust till exists between the USA ahd West one the one hand and Russia on the
other, this could help explain the constant limhese particular entities are in. It could be
possible to believe that the Western states devistt that Russia should become more
powerful than it is, and thus declines to accepdan-supported new states for fear that it

145 For more on which states support or oppose whiities, see the Raw tables in Appendices 3 and 4.
146 The membership of the Soviet Union in the Uniteatibhs was continued by the Russian Federation in
1991(The United Nations 07.12.2012a). It is thuisuaed to also continue the relations, though piatént
modified, that the USSR had with the other members.

147 Sources for the involvement in each one can be ise&ppendix 3.
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might increase Russian leverage on its neighb@&insilarly, one might expect the US-
supported entities to be opposed by Russia. Thetishe case. The USA supports Taiwan,
South Sudan and Iragi-Kurdistan, none of which Rusgs involved in. However, it does

appear that realpolitical issues play a definite m the handling of these entities.

Another possible reason why the entities suppdsteussia do not get recognised is the
manner in which Russia relates to its neighboursil&the previous discussion demonstrates
that the tension between Russia and the West leasrizgiceable ever since the fall of the
Soviet Union, the Russian--Georgian #ain 2008 has not calmed the situation. This is
particularly interesting, considering Georgia’sgsaas an aspiring NATO-member (NATO
2013). Markedonov (2007) argues that the relatwitis Georgia were tense even before the
war. Mikhelidze (2009) describes how this eventdemonstrated not only that the conflicts
in the Caucasus are far from frozen, but that tlestWould not act when Russia asserted its
dominance in the post-Soviet sphere. The tensiotise neighbouring areas is reported to
have increased (Mikhelidze 2009, 30-32). This cdwdlde an effect on Transnistria and
Nagorno-Karabakh as well, despite them not beingctly involved in this particular
situation. Pashayeva (2009, 68-69) claims thaRi&sia-Georgia conflict has led to a
favourable situation for the resolution of the NagmKarabakh question. But, this does not
necessarily entail recognition - any solution agjteebe better than a continuation of the

present situation.

Summarising the discussion, two things are cleae. first is that realpolitical situations
appear to influence the reception and treatmetitexde factestates. The second is that it
does indeed appear that there is something patiaulh Russia. The entities they support do
not become recognised nor do they disappear. Whbildear reason for this has been
identified here, two potential contributing facten® shown. The first is a possible spill-over
from the Cold War, where Russia and the Westeaiestompete for influence in the
Caucasus region. The specificities of this situa#ce impossible to discern here, and the
reasons behind each action is unclear. The seetatg:s to the Russian-Georgian war of
2008, and the consequences of it. An intensificadithe conflict has not generated support
for the state status claims of Abkhazia and Sowtkefla. There is no apparent reason to
believe the outcome to be different for Transrasti has, however, seemingly led to an

increase in the diplomatic work of finding a sadutito the Nagorno-Karabakh situation.

148 For more about the war, see Mikhelidze (2009),rBaaist (2008), BBC (2009) and Nichol (2008).
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5.4 Third analysis. Using analyses one and two to evaluate the undetermined
entities
In this section, the results identified throughXSA and descriptive analyses will be

discussed and compared.

5.4.1Step six - Analyses one and two applied to the etidis with undetermined outcomes
An attempt at analysing the positions of the eggitvith undetermined outcomes will be
performed based on the analyses of the succesafiibhdedde factestates. The time aspect
discussed above will be used as a complimentatgrfatthe analyses. The purpose is to use
the information gathered in the examinations ofchtgausal combinations lead to which
outcomes and attempting to discover which of tikeistomplete entities that matches. If
they match the developmental trajectories identiie leading to success or failure, it could

be logically expected that they will experience shene outcome.

The same truth table used in the main analysishbgilised in this section. The combinations
will be sorted into the categories “strong” for $kkamatching the successes, and “weak” for
those matching the failures. Those entities witlseadcombinations not matching the reduced
formula from the main analysis will be evaluatedhathe knowledge from the expanded

discussion of the typical success and failure.

Table 7- Truth table with the original causal cotmains for the entities with
undetermined outcomes

Defacto- A B C tD E Form
state ula
Abkhazia 1 0 0 1 0 AbcD
e
Kosovo 1 0 1 1 1 AbC
DE
Nagorno- 1 1 0 1 0 ABc
Karabakh De
North- 1 0 0 0 1 Abcd
Cyprus E
Puntland, 0 1 0 0 1 aBcd
Somaliland E
Taiwan 0 1 1 1 0 aBC
De
Transnistri 0 0 0 1 1 abcD
a E
South- 1 0 0 1 1 AbcD
Ossetia E

N = 8. Sources: see Appendix 3.

Thede factestates with no clear outcome match their finishexthren by virtue of being
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very heterogeneous. Only one of the causal combmatisplays more than one matching
entity, namely Somaliland and Puntland. This pathe analysis is descriptive. It does not
have as its purpose finding a typical causal coathon, so a reduction of the terms into a
minimal formula is not necessary. Likewise, nosidaration of relevant and irrelevant
causal conditions or thresholds need be consid&téll.a brief discussion of commonalities

can be fruitful for the evaluation of their stanglifurther down the line.

An overview of the de facto-states with undeterchmecomes
Most of the causal combinations display entitiethwi distinct ethnic foundatio®,.

Comparing them with those with final outcomessitiear that most of the ethnically

heterogeneous entities are found here.

Causal conditio, democratic level, shows that only slightly mdrart a third of the
combinations display a higher level of democra@ntthe parent state. This is much lower
than the corresponding frequency amongst successfobinations, but holds an identical
level as the failures.

C, veto opposition, is present in only two combioas and not by the same power. China is

against Taiwan, and Russia is negative to Kosandspendencé®.

Causal conditio, veto support, is particularly fascinating. Neallyjcombinations include
this, with only two missing. Compared with the segsful and failed combinations, this is
very much. Only one of the failures - Iraqi-Kurdist- has had veto support. Even amongst
the successful entities the level does not reaate than half, and the causal condition has
been excluded due to irrelevance for the outcorhe.Raw table in Appendix 3 demonstrates
that this is due to Russia supporting nearly epest-USSR-entity. This particular kind ¢
facto-state is overrepresented in the category withlear outcomes. Apart from these
entities, only Taiwan and Kosovo receives veto supfrom USA, and the NATO- and EU-
member states, respectively. Whether this is d@eldoge number of post-US3R facte

states, or a disability of resolving this particulgoe of entity is unclear.

The economic factoE, is more evenly distributed and has a near fifity-spread.

Comparing with the resolved secessionist conflitis, notable that the majority of the

149The details can be seen in Appendix 3.
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combinations including entities with a similar eoamic level as its parent are found here. In
fact, only one other example can be found: thedadombination including the two Serb
republics and Rhodesia.

Table 6 on page 76 demonstrate that all of theiestare from either the second or third state
creation wave, with five from the former and foworh the latter. None of the combinations

include entities from both waves.

Identifying de facto-states in weak positions.
The logical formula identified through Boolean nmmsation for failure is demonstrated

above to bé&(abcd+bCd+ABc) + bce(Ad+aD) None of the undetermined combinations
display any of these trajectories. Seeing thafdhed entities have shown themselves even
more heterogeneous than the successes, it is mpoissug to experience this kind of situation.
The same is the result for normal formalCdE, which wadound after analysing the
distribution of causal conditions in general rattiem case by case. This formula does not
correspond to any of the combinations.

None of the entities who have been recognised haga post-USSR-entities, and only two of
the failed ones have been. This indicates thaetisesomething about them that makes their
situations difficult to resolve. What that is, isfeasible to identify hefé”, but it appears that

it matters for the outcome which UN veto power theis involved in thee factestates..

The fact that all accepted UN members stem fronttind wave makes it tempting to assume
that those belonging to the same group are incagér position than the others. Whereas that
might be true, such an assumption is not supptgexhy other trends, and should not be too
heavily relied on in this case. As has been disaligsthe theory chapter, the UN is generally
not in favour of creating new states. Hence, litighly unlikely for any entity to become a
member. One must therefore assume thateafhctestates are in a weak position until proven

otherwise.

Identifying de facto-states in strong positions
As discussed above, the formula for succesduactestates is found through Boolean

minimisation to beé® = E(BC+bc+Bc) This reads as a combinationEgfdifferent economic
level, and one of the three following combinatiogisher the presence or absenc806f

%070 learn more on the second waleefactestates, a good starting point is the works by €esm (2007,
2008a, 2011, 2003a, 2008b, 2010a, b, 2012a, 2@088h, 2012b) and Kolstag (2012, 2006).
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higher level of democracy than the parent and gpfmsition, or the combination higher

level of economy and no veto opposition. In additithe typical success was identified after a
discussion on the distribution of causal conditiomae normal successfdé factestate has

the combinatiomBcDE, which does not have any matching entities in ¢higgory. The
formula becomeBcE after allowing for the removal of the logicallyetevant condition#
andD, but it is assumed that any evaluations of estitiely matching the smaller formula

will be more difficult to make with certaintin this case, the typical formula is the same as

one of the three logical ones.

While it could be possible to include partially mi@ing combinations into this evaluation, this
is not done. What is theoretically interestingiistfand foremost the effects of combinations
of causal conditions. In addition, it is clear froine Truth table above that the empirical
evidence supports this logic. Partial combinatiaresfound in entities with different
outcomes, and it is therefore not logical to assthmea mere addition of conditions will lead
only one direction here either.

When applying the minimised formula, the followiogmbinations and entities are identified.
The combinatioBCE is not present, but three entities have the caimsabinatiorbcE.

These are South-OssefrabcDE), TransnistriglabcDE) and North-Cyprug¢AbcdE). The
causal conditioné andD are evenly distributed amongst the three, thusag the

trajectory forming the logic behind the removaltioése as irrelevant for success as the final
outcome. These three match those entities thatlbeem recognised, and it could be logical to
therefore assume that they are in a strong podibidde recognised themselves. Whether this
theoretical evaluation is mirrored empirically rsogher matter. The three conflicts have lasted
for decades, and no articles or comments on a tigphetween them and their parents have
been found. Similarly, no other states have shawmirest in increased cooperation or
recognition. North-Cyprus is potentially differantthis aspect, but apparently not to a large

degreé®. Again, the entities are dissimilar to each ot general trends are hard to find.

When applying the last logical formula - which Is@athe normal formula - it is found that the
combinationBcE is only present once, and is matching the twdiestPuntland and
Somaliland éBcdE). Because of the removal of two of the causal damts due to

151 see for instanceGosh and Aker (2006), Altinay (®0Gand Bahcheli (2004) for a discussion on North
Cyprus’ international contact.
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irrelevance, this could seem as a weaker find. Hewehem being identified as strong by
both the cs/QCA and the descriptive normal analysiseen as confirming that their position
is indeed well supported. In contrast with the ¢hi@mer entities, these two enjoy a certain
level of involvement and support from other stiteg hat is not to say that the contact is
done with the hopes of the two gaining independgngeit can be seen as participating in the

normalisation of their existence.

As mentioned above, South-Ossetia and Transnigéia created through the dissolution of
the communist unions and thus belong in the sestatd creation wave. North-Cyprus,
Somaliland and Puntland all stem from the third &vd¥hen considering how every
successful entity has been part of the third wanagpears more probable that the latter three
holds a strong position and are likely to be reeegphthan the first two. Why is it that some
entities have been recognised while others havieemet when they share the same
developmental trajectory? This contradiction ideachint to an omission of important
factors.

Step seven - Adding extra causal conditions

This section will provide a further discussion loé ffivede factestates that match the
combination identified as fitting those with sucgeSince some of the unresolved cases share
this trajectory without receiving recognition, duwdd appear that some important factors have
been omitted. In order to identify what causesgadion in some entities but not others, the
five entities will be more closely examined and pamed with the four successful entities. A
Raw table consisting of the successful entitiesthrdive identified as in a strong position

will be presented, in hope of finding a cause lher different outcomes. This part of the
investigation will not develop a minimal formulaytirather seek to identify differences and

similarities of distributions by descriptive anakys

The second truth tabl&rror! Reference source not found.below, for the additional causal
conditions includes both the causal conditions ftbenmain analysis and factors that are
identified in the literature by others but that nas been included until nd®&’. This is done
in the hope of finding results that can help shgilltlon why some entities with the same

causal combination as the successes has not bmmgniged and further elaborate on them. In

152 For more on Somaliland and Puntland’s internaficnatact, see for instanceArieff (2008), Mesfif(®),
UNHCR (1999), and Huliaras (2010).
153 A complete oversight of these factors for alllid 23de factostates can be found Appendix 4.

85



total, thirteen factors are considered. They are:

Support(F) andopposition(G) by any recognised state, not only UN veto powers.
This is done because other states than only vatesstan hold important sway over
the international climate. As such, the two areaggons of the logic underlying
hypotheses H3 and H4. By this is meant active wemlent, such as for instance
military intervention, economic aid, having diplotcaelations, et cetera.

The original economic causal conditidf) has been split in two, showing those
entities with ahigher(H) andlower (I) economic level than their parent.

Gross human rights violationd) has been included, based on the arguments
presented in Islam (1985) and Haugland (2008) @wldgsed previously in this
chapter. The violence must be done by the parate & the secessionist entity, but it
may also be returned. Non-state-abuse by civilrangs is not included, though the
state can be seen as a part in this by not stopiping

Federal statugK) has been found to be important for recognitionef states by
Haugland (2008) and is thus included here. Othmesyof polities are ignored.

Islam (1985) argues that one of the factors impofiar the recognition of Bangladesh
is its geographical separateness from its par@int. The lack of difficulty in drawing
the new border is seen as important. This meanghéee is something separating the
entity from its parent, be it another state, adarger, or similar. That thde facte
state is placed by the parent’s border is not @efii.

Lastly, whether or not the entity is part of thed wave(M) is included. This is based

on the arguments above.

Causal conditions displaying the same values ftin bee successful and the undetermined

conditions are removed from the table. The follayame excludedZ, UN veto power

opposition, has the valuefor all combinations but the one describing Badgkh. Different

economic levelE, shows the valug for every combination. Every entity but Somalilarats

support by at least one stak.(Only Eritrea has been a federal uii).(Only Bangladesh

and - arguably - Transnisttf4 are geographically separate from their pardnjsgnd they

diverge in outcome. After removing these, eightsehgonditions are left, namedy, B, D, G,
H, I, J andM.

14 Transnistria is on the other side of the riveré3tér from the rest of Moldova. This is far frore ftame
degree of geographical separateness as was beBaserand West-Pakistan.
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Table 8- Adding extra causal conditions

Defacto-state | F | G | H |1 [ J | K | L | M |oO
Successes
Bangladesh 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1
East-Timor 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Eritrea 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1
South Sudan | 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Selected, undetermined entities

North-Cyprus | 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0
Puntland 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
Somaliland 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
South-Ossetia | 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Transnistria 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
N= 9. Sources in Appendix 4.

None of the entities have the same causal combmatihich is to be expected when
including such a high amount of causal conditioneelation to entities as is done here. No
clear pattern is found fdx, ethnic composition. There is a nearly equal gpfeaboth the
successes and undetermined entities. What is wotthg, however, is the perfect fit for the
undetermined entities betwe@nH andl. There is no apparent connection between these
three and the outcomes, but it is a hint that tieeeelink between ethnicity and economy that
could prove interesting to analyse further. In #iddi no entity with the scorgfor condition

A has a higher level of democracy than its parBht (

ConditionB, level of democracy, shows a higher level in atlagnised entities but East-
Timor. For the yet undecided, the pattern is netlsyopposite. Only Somaliland and
Puntland shows a higher level of democracy tham gagent. Considering that Somalia itself
shows only weak governmental control of its teritd”, this is not surprising. Seeing that
having a higher level of democracy appears to Inefibi®al in the discussion above, this

could show beneficial for the two.

Veto supportp, has earlier been removed for irrelevance for esgftil outcomes, but a
pattern is clear for the yet undecided. Only thet{#4SSR-entities have veto support, both by
Russia. As is discussed above, nearly all theiestitithout a conclusion are supported by
Russia, yet none of the now recognised statestar@uld turn out that there is something

special with these entities preventing their redagm but exactly what is unclear.

The distribution of opposition3) is nearly identical between the recognised arfohished

155 For more on the government in Somalia, see faairte Failed States Index (2012), Amnesty Inteonati
(2012a), Gikes (1999), Freedomhouse (2012h, 1998f)CIA World Factbook (04.04.2013).
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entities, and this condition does not corresportti wihers. By reviewing conditior$ andl,

it is noticeable that no entity is at a similar momic level as its parent despite the Raw table
demonstrating that nearly one third of the includatities are in this situation. This could
implicate a connection between a difference inuesss and the likelihood of gaining
recognition and would be worthwhile analysing ferthlrhe perfect correspondence between
ethnicity A) and having less resources than the pat¢m {nteresting, but does not appear to
have any connection with the patterns for the ssafakentities.

Gross human rights violationg)( is present in all the recognised states andenrajority of

the undecided included here. Two of them, namelytlsOssetia and Transnistria, are the
only ones scorin@. That every single recognised entity scdr@sakes it appear that this
could be important. This is in line with the argurtgeby Islam (1985) and Haugland (2008),
and would indicate that South Ossetia and Tramsmigte in a weaker position than the
others. The idea that these two are less likehetoecognised is further strengthened when
realising that they are the only ones of both #wgnised and undecided entities that are not
part of the third wavel).

Summing up, there are no obvious differences betweese entities that have been
recognised and the five entities that match themetbpmental trajectories. This indicates that
whatever is influencing the development of thetedj giving some recognition and others
not, the omitted factors have not been identifiecehStill, some weak connections have been
identified. The level of democracy in comparisoivihe parent is markedly higher for the
recognised entities, placing Puntland and Somalilara strong position. No recognised
entity has been supported by Russia, like Soutleti@sand Transnistria are. This in itself is
interesting. Considering that these two are thg onks without gross human rights
violations and the only ones formed outside oftthiel wave, a trend is spotted. It appears
that Puntland and Somaliland have the stronge#tignass and south Ossetia and Transnistria
the weakest of the strong. North Cyprus displaypamticular reason for it to be considered

either one of the two.
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6. Conclusion

The purpose of this analysis has been to seekrpsite whichde factestates who gain
recognition through UN membership and which do mbese entities constitute a rare
juridical and political anomaly as they are statesll but recognition. This is particularly
fascinating when considering that some UN membersat states in anything but precisely
name. The conclusion provides a summary and evatuat the analyses. Caveats to the

results are explained, together with suggestiorfisrtber research.

The research question wad/ky are some secessionist entities successfutonbeg
recognised as states though United Nations memipestditus while others fail3 . As no
corresponding analysis of all tde factestates that have existed during this period oétim
has been made, this is an explorative stifdy

The included entities are all that fit the listoviteria as specified in the data chapter, from the
creation of the UN until and including 2012. Inabtwenty-three entities were analysed
through crisp set QCA and descriptive analyses.

The causal conditions were:
Causal conditior: Ethnicity as state foundation; B: Level of democratic institutions as
compared with the parent state; C: UN veto power opposition; D: UN veto power support and

E: Economic level significantly different from thenent state.

The hypotheses have been as follows:

H1: Having an ethnic base increases the chancast@mnational recognition

H2: Having a higher level of democratic institut®than the parent state increases the
H3: Opposition from a UN veto power decreases ttances of recognition

H4: Support from a UN veto power increases the charof recognition

H5: A different economic level than the parentesiatreases the chances of recognition

156 A closer description of explorative studies carfdaend in Yin (2008).

89



6. 1- Evaluating the analyses

Two analyses of the entities with clear outcomesith&r success or failure have been
performed. Then, the results of these analyses lheae compared and applied to the yet
uncompletedie factestates. The purpose has been twofold. First, dpwedntal trajectories
leading to the different outcomes have been so&gdond, the knowledge from the first
analyses has been applied to the remaining entitiesler to evaluate them and attempt
discovering if anyone can be considered as theatBtimore likely to become recognised or
disappear than the rest. Despite the high levdh@rsity in both origin, history, receptiat

ceterafor the includedie factestates, it has proven possible to identify pattern

First analysis: cs/QCA
The formula for successful entities@s= E(BC+bc+Bc)and for failures it i® =

E(abcd+bCd+ABc)+bce(Ad+aD) This model has been further detailed by a detbeeip

analysis of the typical causal distribution for th® categories. The result of this shows that

aBcDE or BcE is the most typical distribution of the causal dtinds for successful entities.
BcE also matches one of the logical formulas iderdifigroviding this with added empirical
strength AbCdE described the typical failure and does not comadpwith any of the logical

formulas.

Using cs/QCA, the hypotheses are seen to be irdeceim the following manner: The
successful entities demonstrate support for hypuib, while H1 andH4 are weakened.

H2 andH3 are unaffected. Successful entities display tmelgonation of having a different
level of economy than their parents, combined aithigher level of democracy and lack of
UN veto opposition. The failed entities do not pdeva corresponding pattern, demonstrating
that these entities are more than merely the dagbsites of their successful counterparts. In
these situationsi4 is strengthened whild5 is weakened. Fdd 1-3, no influence is found.
Failed entities display the combination of havingdjféerent level of economy than their
parents and lacking UN veto support.

Second analysis: Description
There were three joints in the descriptive linkalgsing the distribution of the values, and

investigating the effects of waves and Russian supp

In the distributional analysis, the following wasabvered. Support for hypothed¢2-4 is
shown, whileH1 andH5 are unaffected. Thus this and the cs/QCA-reswltsal provide
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similar results for any of the five hypotheses. éj¢he typical success is mirrored in South
Sudan &éBcDE ) and displays the combination of haviBga higher level of democracy than
the parentD, UN veto support an, a different level of economy while lackidg a distinct
ethnic foundation an@, UN veto opposition. If allowing for the removdl @nditionsA and
D, the resulting formula reflects that of Eritré&CE). The typical failure readsbCdE,
represented by Biafra and Chechnya. They Wgwe distinct ethnic foundation, , UN veto
opposition and, a different level of economy while lackiiBg a higher level of democracy

andD, UN veto support.

Including the analysis of waves demonstrates tbaerof the entities created as parts of the
decolonisation or post-union waves are recogniskdle factestates becoming UN member
states have other backgrounds, and thus belomgtilvird wave. Though these entities have
been present from the earliest part of the analtiseslperiod, their recognition frequency
appears to be accelerating as the distance tovthentin state creation periods is increasing.
It seems clear that something is changing as regastiate recognition, but this analysis
cannot identify what it is. A factor that seenkly is that the fear of a domino-effect
weakens when there is little realistic need to gelndslide of new secessions - as was

arguably the situation at the time of decolonisaiad the fall of the communist unions.

It has been found that there is something spedthltive entities supported by Russia. None
of them have become recognised or disappeared, Rugsian support seems to stop the
entities from failing, but it cannot bring them thwer than a situation of limbo. It has not been
possible to assess why this is the case, but tggestions have been made. The first is that
there is some kind of spill-over effect from thel€@ar making Russia and the Western
states competing for influence in the afflictedioeg. Second, that the Russian-Georgian war
in 2008 has contributed to a disinterest in recaiggithe Russian-favoured entities -
particularly amongst the NATO member states.

Third analysis: assessing the entities still indon
Utilising the formulas to evaluate the entitieshwito clear outcome as of 2012, the following

was found. None of the failatk factestates had matching causal combinations with &ny o
the undetermined. This was the case for both tihmauta identifies through cs/QCA and the
one found by descriptive analysis. For the sucoéssttities, the picture was slightly
different. The logical formulacE identified three entities with no clear outcombe3e are
South-OssetigAbcDE), TransnistriglabcDE) and North-CyprugAbcdE). The formula
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BcE, which is identified in both the cs/QCA and thedhptive analysis, identifies two
entities: Puntland and Somalila(@BcdE). The position of the latter two as likely candekat
for recognition seems strengthened by the factthiet are both from the third wave and that

Russia is not involved in them.

A large number of potentially important yet omittemlisal conditions were considered
through descriptive analysis. The hope was to iflewhether any single or combination of
them could explain why the de facto-states in limlithh matching causal combinations as the
now UN member states were not recognised. A tdttdideen causal conditions were used to
find the difference between the recognised and tenchéned entities. None were found,
neither for one single nor combinations of fact@espite no clear solution, some trends were
identified, further adding to the analyses of tekested entities. The analyses collectively
demonstrate that Puntland and Somaliland standstitose de facto-states with the strongest

likelihood for future success.

Summarising the analyses
Summarising, the following can be stated. The idetide factestates have consistently

demonstrated their heterogeneous nature and cemispstterns have thus been hard to come
by. The cs/QCA-analysis has been improved by addi@sgriptive analyses, as it has been
demonstrated that the results of the two sets @lfyaas do not show as thorough or consistent
results by themselves as they do collectively.

There are two clear findings. The first is that evhwave the entity belongs to is more
important than the presence or absence of anyeafdhsal conditions or combinations
thereof that are identified. Why this is so haslyedn possible to point out, other than by
hinting at a decrease in the fear of domino-effddtsng the analysis of the entities with
determined outcomes to evaluate those still un¢laardemonstrated Somaliland and
Puntland to be the strongest candidates for sucGésbese two, Somaliland is the only one
having declared independence, as is thus assunieyéocome further in the process than

Puntland.

The second is that it appears that which UN vetegudhat supports or opposes teefacto-
state can matter. As is shown, entities supporyddussia neither fail nor succeed. This is a
clear indication that it is not necessarily whettier entity meets involvement, but by whom

that matters.
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6.2- Caveatsto theresults

Haugland (2008, 69-71) discusses two main cavbatsate also important for this analysis.
The first is that of 1) limited generalizabilityh& limited number of entities and empirical
variation included means that the results are applicable to the analyses entities.
Generalizability can thus not be assumed, andoy IS0 means certain that these results can
be used to for instance predict the outcome ohdweest bud on the secession tree: Azawad.
Still, this is the most extensive study performaal] it has shown interesting results that

might be usable for further analysis.

Haugland further points out that Boolean analyssulnerable due to the potentially large
output-effects of small variations on the inputesid@ihis is a point recognised from the debate
on the potential data loss and misinterpretatisnltang from data loss when utilising
dichotomous data. This particular problem is corgtten the re-coding by externals of three
random entitieS”. Clearly, this is no guarantee that all the dateoirectly coded. But the
perfect correspondence between these codes anestercher’s imply a general
trustworthiness in the evaluations behind the iffié codes.

The second caveat is that of 2) context. The resalh only be seen as valid for the included
entities and causal conditions. Changing themmynraanner, whether to add, remove or

replace them could lead to changes in the results.

Additionally, a third caveat ought to be addres3dw: causal conditions included might
themselves be dependent on other, background $atttar are not identified. The decisions of
UN veto powers to get actively involved in any wayhe struggle for recognition byde
facto-state is assumed to hinge on factors not detéweel Similarly, having a higher level of
democracy than the parent is by needs dependenptathora of causes, none of which are
clarified here. For example, the question regaraihgt promotes high levels of democracy is
still unclear. The strongest finding is that whighve the entity belongs to correlates with its

outcome. This is obviously dependent on factordemtified in this analysis.

15" The recoded entities are Anjouan, Gagauzia andafiamd.
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6.3- Implications for further research
This analysis provides both theoretical and methagical implications for further

development.

Theoretically as the third caveat above implies, there is npatbntial for further analysis.
Three things seem patrticularly relevant to mentiorst comes the matter of money and
resources. This has proved to be largely preseriidih the successes and failures. It thus
appears that conflicts where economy is an impofgator tend to be resolved. Most of the
situations where resources did not play an imporae are still undetermined. It is thus

interesting to elaborate on what kinds of spec#®ources and resource levels that matter.

Second is the aspect of timing. Though it is ctbat all the recognised entities come from
the third wave, it is not so obvious why this is B@ould be imagined that the end of the
Cold war might have made it less complicated teradkisting borders. Similarly, that the UN
does not now face the same legitimate fear of aimlmeffect could potentially contribute to
the entities being considered in a different liybn before. However, more precise

investigation is clearly desirable.

Third is the matter of which recognised state imeslitself in thale factestate. The analysis
demonstrates that here is indeed an aspect obtéddphat needs to be considered to
understand which entities become recognised. Alketfitities Russia support remains in
limbo, but why is unclear. The two undeterminedtesst found to be the most likely to be
recognised (Somaliland and Puntland) are situatiomgiich no UN veto power has been
involved. It might seem counter-intuitive that Kgeds not even on the list of those that
could be expected to be recognised. Particularignadonsidering the agreement between the
two on April 19" 2013(The Economist 2013, Smolar 2013, BBC 2013tNéws Centre
2013). This can serve as a good illustration tHat are involved might have as much if not
more of an effect than why and where. Clearlypiild prove interesting to analyse the
facto-states by which external actors that are invol¥ezkovo and Serbia are encouraged to
find a solution to their conflict via the possibjliof European Union membership, but nothing
of the sort exists for Somaliland, Puntland and &lanlt could be interesting to perform an
analysis of which metaphorical carrots the entitied their parent could gain by solving their

dispute, and whether they resolve it or not.
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Methodologically much can be done. QCA has proven itself a s@tadgdthod for this
analysis, but it is not the only alternative. Tleméfits gained by the large level of descriptive
analysis imply that this is a strategy that holdgmpotential. Closer analyses of groups of
entities seem like a fruitful way forward. A sugties could be to analyse entities by
geography, year of creation or length of existeAcalysing the entities in light of one or a
select few of the causal conditions could shed laghthe contributing factors behind their
presence or absence. A closer look on the detldperific causal conditions could bring
much to this field of analysis. Similarly, a larggudy using more detailed data through
fs/IQCA or mv/QCA could identify a more nuanced pretof the effects of the different

conditions.
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Appendix 1: Permissions from Pal Kolstg and Scott &g to quote

their works

Figure 1- Permission from Pal Kolstg

Pal Kolsta & pal kolsto@ilos uio.no 6:22 AM (For & timer siden) i
til Elin |-

On 27.04 2012 17-10. Elin Maonstad wrote:
Hei,

Eg er ein masterstudent | Samanliknande politikk ved Universitetet | Bergen (ferdig mai 2013} og eg
skriv om kvifor nokre statar blir anerkjende mens andre ikkje blir det. | den samanheng vil eg forst fa
uttrykke kor glad eg er for alle artiklane du har skreve om emnet, for det har vist seg vanskeleg & finne
god teori pa omradet Spesielt om ein, som eg, er interessert i kor dei kjem fra og kva som paverkar
kaor dei ender opp heller enn kasusstudier av kvar region for seg.

Ein av artiklane eq ensker a nytte er din "Opening the World Order to de facto States — Limits and
Fotentialities for de facto States in the International Order” av 15, mai 2008 for European Parliament,
Brussels, Belgium {herifra <htto //www unpo. org/images/professor%20p%ESl%20kolst%FE. pdf>).

hei elin, jassa skriver jeg det? det pleier jeg ikke gjore, det ma ha vaert fordi jeg ikke var helt tilfreds med
det. men vaersagod, siter ivei.

du fikk sikkert med deg at nina caspersne er kommet med en ny flott bok om emnet? ellers kommer det
tre nye artikler av helge blakkisrud og meq i vart, i hhv. Ethnic and racial studies, communist and
post-communist studies og journal and caucasian and black sea studies. men som vanlig diskuterer vi
mest indre forhold mer enn det du primaent er interessert i, kvifor nokre statar blir anerkjende mens andre
ikkje blir det

hilsen pal

lykke til med oppgaven

artikkelen erklazrer du at du ensker 3 bli spurt om lov fer du blir sitert, og na gjer eg det: kan eqg fa
nytte denne artikkelen | mi masteroppgave? Og om situasjonen skulle dukke opp igien, kan eg fa nytte
dei andre artiklane du har produsert om emnet?

Mlvh

Elin Monstad



Figure 2- Permission from Scott Pegg

~  Scott Pegg 19. feb. (For 2 dager siden) -
til Elin [+

Hi Elin,
Thanks for your message. Yes, you can cite or use that. That is largely drawn from chapter 7 of my book International Society and the De Facto State if you want to see a
more detailed or scholarly presentation of some of the same ideas. Good luck with your thesis.
Thanks,
Scott

Quoting Elin Monstad <emo022@student.uib.no>:

Professor Pegg,

| am a master student at the University of Bergen in Norway, and | am
currently writing my master's thesis on non-recognised de facto states
trying to identofy a pattern in who becomes recognised by the international
community (proxy: UN membership) and who does not. | wish to use your
article ?The Impact of De Facto States on International Law and the
International
Community<http://www.unpo.org/images/professor%20scott%20peqgq.pdf>?

as one of your sources, and see that | require your permision before doing
S0.

May | be allowed to use your article in my master's thesis?

- Elin Monstad

Scott Pegg

Department of Political Science
Cavanaugh Hall

425 University Boulevard

IUPUI

Indianapolis, IN 46202-5140 USA
tel: (317) 278-5749

fax: (317) 278-3280

e-mail: smpe iupui.edu




Appendix 2: Small tables

Table 9- Entities considered but dismissed

Aceh (stopped at limited autonomy) (Hillman 2012)

Adjaria (lacks government) (Ciobanu 2008, 128-131),

Afghanistan under Taliban (a matter of leadership succession, not a newvigadlientity) (Bajoria 2011,
Owtram 2011, 120)

Azawad (does not yet meet the time criterion) (Acheril2p

Bougainville (too ephemeral) (Regan 2008, Ghai and Regan ZDf¥®jsh 2010, Laracy 1991, Islam 1991)
Catalonia (stopped at limited autonomy) (Generalitat de Datga 2006, 1979)

China (the People’s RepublicYa matter of leadership succession, not a newigalligntity) (The United
Nations General Assembly 1971, Encyclopaedia Britan2013e)

Galicia (stopped at limited autonomy) (Xunta de Galici@10

Gorno-Badakhshan (lack of territorial control) (Davlatshoev 2006)

Herzeg-Bosna and WesterBosnia (lack of territorial control and too ephemeralf{ly 05.05.2013)
Manchukuo (too early and a puppet-state) (Encyclopaedia Bmitaa 2013j, Duara 2004)

Moheli (too ephemeral) (Cornwell 2010),

Mongolia (if concidering PR China a matter of successionnifdia is eliminated as it was recognised by it$

potential parent PR China without delay in 1945utftonot joining the UN until 1961) (The United Nats
Security Council 1961b, BBC 2013e, Factbook 02.063)

Montenegro (peaceful separation rather than conflicted sémeséCaspersen 2003a),

North Korea (too dependent on USSR) (Global Security 2011a)

Palestine(lack of territorial control) (Black and Tran 200

Scotland (has not broken loose from the United Kingdom)r(€l2013)

South African Bantustans(not by own initiative) (Encyclopaedia Britannic@13d)

Switzerland (its statehood was not contested, it did not sedexn anyone and it was by its own choice it did

not join the UN until 2002) (The Swiss Confederatitederal Department of Foreign Affairs 2012, Swids
2007, The United Nations General Assembly 2002a, b)

The Basque Republiqlack of territorial control in Spain and Fran¢sgction 169 Gobierno de Espafa 197§
Tibet (lack of territorial control) (Kolstg 2006, 726),

West Papua(lack of territorial control) (Scott and Tebay &)0

Western Sahara (lack of territorial control) (Kolstg 2006, 726)

Note: This is not a complete list of all potengaltities, but those that were considered and iegjefetr this
particular thesis.
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Table 10- List of entities with sources and readongime

Recognised Undecided Disappeared
Bangladesh (1971-1974) Abkhazia (1992 " Anjouan (1997-2008)
East-Timot*®) (1999-2002) Kosovo (1990-) Biafra (1967-1970)
Eritrea (1991-1993° Nagorno-Karabakh (1991-) Chechnya (1991-1994, 1996-1999)
South Sudafi’ (2005 - 2011) | North-Cyprus (1983 -1§? Gagauzia (1991 - 1994)
Puntland (1998 §* Iragi-Kurdistan (1991-1994%°
Somaliland (1991-) Katanga (1960-1963)
South-Ossetia (1992°%f Republika Srpska (1992-1995)
Taiwan (1949 -*° Republika Srpska Krajina (1991-1995)
Transnistria (1990-) Rhodesia (1970-1989)
Tamil Eelam (1986-2008%
N=4 N=9 N =10

N = 23.Years asle factestate in parentheses. Source for year (Anderstfh, AB5) unless otherwise stated. All
dates are subject to discussion, as seen for oestanthe alternative starting points presentedBakke,

158 East Timor first declared independence fronugat on November 281975, but lost its self-determination
and territorial control after it was invaded by émésia in Operation Komodo shortly afterwards (CJA
16.04.2013). For this reason, | consider the beggnaf East Timor’s existence as a non-recognizatt o be
its independence referendum (WIPO 2002). The erithsf Timor'sde factestate status is its accession date the
27.09.2002 as a member of the UN (The United Nat®h12.2012a, The United Nations Security Council
2002).

159 See (Caspersen 2012h, 9). Eritrea became adshber state in 1993 (United Nations Security Cdunci
1993).

160 It can be difficult to discern when South Suflarctioned as de factostate as it never unanimously
declared independence until it was recognised i1 2(Freedomhouse 2012k) Freedomhouse (2012k)and
Global Security (07.04.2013) points out its higlgide of autonomy in the hiatus (1972-'83) betweetwo

civil wars. Additionally, the political centre inté&rtoum cannot be said to have held control oveSibuth for
much of the existence of Sudan, due to the freqoetiireaks of war and rebel fighting. Dean (2006&9atibes
the SPLA as thde factegovernment of South Sudan even before 2005. Hoyweyenaintain strictness in the
data selection, | have chosen to treat South Saslade factestate during its period of autonomous rule
between the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA 2066%he admittance as a UN member state in 2011
(The United Nations General Assembly 2011, The é¢hKlations Security Council 2011) .

161 Anderson (2011, 185) states 1990 as the garéiar, while Freedomhouse (1998a) uses 1992.d hav
chosen the more conservative view.

162 The Turkish Federate State of Cyprus was detleebruary 1831975, and the Turkish Republic of North
Cyprus on November 15th, 1983 (Cyprus History 12043, TRNC 1983).

163 It is difficult to establish when Puntland plgal away from Mogadishu’s control, but | have cinaogeuse
1998 as a starting point because it appears acteptke literature and is the year mentioned @irth
constitution (BBC 2012b, Mesfin 2009, The Hous&epresentatives 2001).

164 Anderson (2011, 185) claims their starting yed990, but | argue that they got full territdigantrol with
the June 24, 1992, Sochi Agreement (Global Secf€ifylb, The United Nations Peacemaker 1992). Resard
of which of these start dates are used, the efatits/within the two-year criterion for inclusion.

165 Since the creation of People’s Republic of @H{iDIA World Factbook 26.03.2013a, Encyclopaedia
Britannica 2013e).

166 Though Anderson (2011, 185) claims that Iragidfstan still was ae factestate in 2011, | argue that
Iragi-Kurdistan as a de facto state ended in 1984td a loss of territorial control after the conmoement of
the civil war between PUK and KDP (Lortz 2005, 68-Minorities at Risk (MAR) 01.04.2013, Gunter 1996
8141 in the Constitution of the Republic of Ira@@8) states Kurdistan as an autonomous regionif\aign -

for now - the end of the road for the fight for @gaition of the entity (Minorities at Risk (MAR) 004.2013).
167 Though the Rhodesian UDI was proclaimed in 186&as in 1970 they declared themselves an
independent state. In 1979, they again becametiaiBterritory, until the independence of Zimbakiwd 980
(BBC 1970, The United Nations General Assembly 1$&8ris 1969, Hergum 22.04.2013).

168 See Pegg (1998, 77).Anderson (2011, 185) cldiete factestate came into existence in 1975, but | use
Pegg’s starting point as this is when they annoditiceir ruling of the Jaffna Peninsula and hadftectve
administration in place. These dates are cleathat#ble, as is for how long the entity maintairerditorial
control. However, whether thde factestate lasted until 1995, as can be read from PEQ@B, 77-78) or to
2009 as Anderson (2011, 182) claims, it still falthe two-year criterion for inclusion.



O’Loughlin, and Ward 2011, 5).

Table 11- Raw data table without sources for cagsalditions A-E

De facto- A B C D E @)
state Ethnicity Democracy Veto Veto Economy Outcome
opposition support
Abkhazia 1 0 0 1 0 0
Anjouan 0 0 0 0 1 0
Bangladesh | 1 0 0 0 1 1
Biafra 1 0 1 1 1 0
Chechnya 1 0 1 0 1 0
East-Timor 1 0 0 1 1 1
Eritrea 0 1 0 0 1 1
Gagauzia 1 1 0 0 1 0
Iraqi- 1 1 0 1 1 0
Kurdistan
Katanga 0 0 1 0 1 0
Kosovo 1 0 1 1 1 0
Nagorno- 1 1 0 1 0 0
Karabakh
North- 1 0 0 0 1 0
Cyprus
Puntland 0 1 0 0 1 0
Republika 1 0 0 0 0 0
Srpska
Republika 1 0 0 0 0 0
Srpska
Krajina
Rhodesia 0 0 1 0 1 0
Somaliland | O 1 0 0 1 0
South Sudan | 1 1 0 1 1 1
South- 1 0 0 1 1 0
Ossetia
Taiwan 0 1 1 1 0 0
Tamil Eelam | 1 0 0 0 0 0
Transnistria | O 0 0 1 1 0

Sources: See Appendices 3 and 4. OperationalizadiEs 4.3 on page 58




Table 12- Raw data table without sources for cagsalditions F-M

De facto- F G H | J K L M @)
state Support | Opposition | + - HR- Federal | Geography | 3rd Outcome
Economy | Economy | violation wave
Abkhazia 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Anjouan 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
Bangladesh | 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1
Biafra 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Chechnya |0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0
East-Timor | 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Eritrea 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1
Gagauzia 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Iragi- 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
Kurdistan
Katanga 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Kosovo 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
Nagorno- 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Karabakh
North- 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0
Cyprus
Puntland 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
Republika 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Srpska
Republika 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Srpska
Krajina
Rhodesia 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
Somaliland | O 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
South 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Sudan
South- 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Ossetia
Taiwan 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
Tamil 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
Eelam
Transnistria | 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

Sources: See Appendices 3 and 4.

Operationalizagem 4.3 on page 58
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Appendix 3: Raw table with sources for causal contlons A-E

Outcome (0): UN members hold the valdg non-members hold.

Causal condition A: Ethnicity as state foundation

If the de facto state is ethnically homogenous, it will be coded it is heterogeneous, it will be codéd
Causal condition B: Level of democratic institutions as compared wité parent state
Having a higher level of democratic institutionsdlwie coded a4, otherwise the value givenQs

Causal condition C: UN veto power opposition

Having UN veto power opposition will be codedlasot having international opposition will be coded as O.
Causal condition D: UN veto power support

Having UN veto power support will be codedlashe lack thereof will be coded as 0.

Causal condition E: Economic level significantly different from thegrat state

Having either a higher or lower level or resourttes the parent state will be codedlaklaving approximately
the same level gives the valOe

Entities with support or opposition from non-vetatss can be seen in Appendix 4.

Table 13- Raw table with sources and explanationgdusal conditions A-E

De facto- A B C D E (@)
state
Abkhazia 11 0 (lower) 0 1 (Russia) 0 (A suffer 0
(Arutiunov (Freedomhouse (Fawn 2008, from
1996, Hughes| 1998a, j, 274, UNPO destruction of
2001, 16-17, | 2012a, d, von 2009, Ciobanu | infrastructure
BBC 2012a, | Steinsdorff 2008, 121) and an
Slomanson 2012, 204, embargo, but is
2009, 5-6, Haugland 2008 supported by
Fawn 2008, | 75, Rich 1993) Russia. Georgia
273-274, is poor, but has
Pavkovic relations with
2011, 3014- others.
302, Ciobanu Abkhazia
2008, 118, contributed
Kolstg 2012, average to
149) Georgia’s
economy)
(Clogg 2001,
UNPO 2009,
Ciobanu 2008,
122-124)
Anjouan 0 (Ayangafac | 0 (chaotic 0 0’ 1" (higher) 0
2008, 4, management in (Ayangafac
Ottenheimer | both entities) 2008, 3-5,
and (Ayangafac Cornwell 2010,
Ottenheimer | 2008, 2, 55-56)
1976, 408- Cornwell 2010,

%9 The size of the Abkhaz population in the areadiffsred with time. | include them in the categdoy
ethnically basede factestates because it is clear that the matter iobréhnicity rather than geography. For
example, the Abkhaz have attempted removing theratinic groups in the area. See for instance @NP
2009, Clogg 2001, Ciobanu 2008, 118-121, Beachair2p

0 France has been accused of supporting Anjouat'fobindependence, but the relationship betweeriio
is unclear. See for instance Cornwell (2010, 5¥amyafac (2008, 7-8), IRIN (05.04.2013), Svens2008,
15).

1 The reports on Anjouan’s relative economic streragt compared to the rest of Comoros is varyingabit
seems to be that while Anjouan suffers from an aneedistribution of values by the political centréGrand
Comore, it holds the most natural resources attilis considered in a (marginally) superior situatiegarding
resource level. Naldi (1998, 248) , claims thatdAign complained of unjust distribution of aid ie tBomoros
and that they received less that the political reeint Grand Comore.
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409) 54-55,
Freedomhouse
1998e, 2008a,
u.s.
Department of
State 2000)

Bangladesh | 1 (Islam 1985,| 1 (troubled in | 1*"4(China, 0 1 (lower)

215, Brown both, but the USA) (Islam (Islam 1985,
2012, 2, leadership in | 1985, 217-219, 214-215,
Akram 2006, | Bangladesh had Akram 2006, Nafziger and
5) won a popular, | 20-22, Harris Richter 1976,
democratic 1971, USUN 98, 103-104,
leadership in 13.05.2013) Collier and
contrast with Hoeffler 2002,
West Pakistan 22-23, Brown
which clearly 2012, 2-3,
and un- Akram 2006, 7)
democratically
discriminated
the eastern
half) (Akram
2006, 14-
20,32-34, Islam
1984, Islam
1985)

Biafra 1 (Islam 1985, 0 1 (UK, USSR, | 0 11" (higher) 0
214-215, USA) (Islam (Islam 1985,
Nayar 1975, 1985, 217, 213-214, Post
326, Post Nafziger and 1968, 33,
1968, 29) Richter 1976, Nafziger and

97, 105) Richter 1976,
103-105)

Chechnya 1 (Tishkov 0 (lower) 0 0 1 (oil 0
1997, 198- (Freedomhouse infrastructure)
199, 1999¢, 1998d, (Walker 1998,
Arutiunov Hughes 2001, 3-4, Hughes
1996, Nichols | 27-29, Charney 2001, 24-25,
1995, Hughes| 2001, 458-459) The Economist
2001, 16-17, 2007,

Charney Vatchagaev

2001, 459- 2008)

461)

East-Timor | 1 (CIAWorld | 0" (Pedersen | O 1 (UN Security | 1*(higher) 1
Factbook and Arneberg Council) (The | (Pedersen and

172 (Nafziger and Richter 1976, 97) claims the US sumal West Pakistan (now Pakistan) in the beginning
the secessionist conflict. This is supported byréik 2006, 23), who points out that the U.S. didinedlve
itself otherwise. Similarly, China vetoed Banglaussadmission to the UN in 1972, but later chanigedtand
(USUN 13.05.2013, The United Nations General Assgr874).

3 Though the region of Biafra is described as «wleconomically» (Pegg 1998, 239), Islam (19857)2
claims that Nigeria has a so high level of natueaburces even without Biafra that one should oosidler the
situation as very uneven. During the Nigerian bémtk Biafra was unable to utilize these resouaes the
inhabitants starved. Nayar (1975, 325) describegtstern region (i.e. Biafra) as Nigeria’s mosisperous and
Post (1968, 26) claims that two-thirds of Nigeriaggural resources are to be found there.s.

7 Hughes (2001, 24-25) points out that though Chgattloes not have large oil reserves per se ipatson
with Russia, a large part of Russian oil goes thhatlne region.

175 East Timor continued with the same governmenwgéwisational structure as it had had under Indanesid
tried to evolve their own system from there (Peele@nd Arneberg 1999b, 116-118). Hence, though/the
assisted in the matter, East Timor will be assutodthve had a similar level of democratic orgarosatas
Indonesia at the time of its de facto independemd®99.
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12.02.2013, | 1999b, 116- United Nations | Arneberg

16.04.2013b, | 118, Chopra Security 1999a, vi,

a, Charney 2000, Council 1975, | Pedersen and

2001, 465) Freedomhouse 1999) Arneberg
1999b, 1998g, 1999c, 3-23)
1999c)

Eritrea 0 (Lloyd 1" (The 0 1 (Higher, and
1994-1995, Government of coast line)
418-419, Eritrea 1993, (Collier and
Collier and CIA World Hoeffler 2002,
Hoeffler 2002,| Factbook 20, The
20-22, CIA 03.05.2013, Government of
World Boddy-Evans Eritrea 1993,
Factbook 2013, Encyclopaedia
12.02.2013, | Freedomhouse Britannica
Encyclopaedia| 1998h, i) 2013i, Federal
Britannica Research
2013i) Division 2005,

7-8)

Gagauzia 1 (Gagauzia | 1 (both had 0 1 (lower)

Info uncompetitive (Prohnitchi et
27.03.2013b, | elections, bur al. 2008, 26-27,
The Gagauzia is Gagauzia Info
Parliament of | deemed slightly 27.03.20134,
Gagauzia better than Zabarah 2012,
1994, Chinn | Moldova) 187)

and Roper (Chinn and

1998, 87, Roper 1998,

Zabarah 2012 Haugland 2008

184, Kolstg 76)

and Malgin

2007, 122,

von

Steinsdorff

2012, 202)

Iraqi- 1 (Harvey and| 1 (though the 1 (USA, UK, 1 (higher)

Kurdistan Stansfield Kurdistan France) (Harvey and
2011, 18, elections were (Anderson Stansfield
Carver 2002) | criticised, there 2011, 201, 2011, 18, Olson

were a peacefu Olson 2006, 17{ 2006, 22,
solution to the Gunter 1993, | Economist
post-election 311) 2012, NBC
dispute and 2009)
Saddam’s rule

war far less

democratic)

(Gunter 1993,

296-301, HRW

01.04.2013,

Amnesty

International

01.04.2013,

Gailbraith

2004,

Freedomhouse

1998k)

18 Though East Timor’s oil and gas-resources werkeualoped and untapped, (Collier and Hoeffler 2a@2,
20) claims that the potential riches were enouglifst Timor to be classified as being better ludfit Indonesia.
" This has changed post-1993 (CIA World Factbook®2013).
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Katanga 0 (Islam 1985,| O (in both 1 (USA, UN) 0 1 (higher)
215, cases, many ran (Islam 1985, (Islam 1985,
Lemarchand | for office and | 217, The 213, Post 1968
1962, 406- both elections | United Nations 32-33, Crowley
412, Crowley | were chaotic) | Security 1963, 68,
1963, 69) (Lemarchand | Council 1961a, Everwyn 1962,
1962, 415-416,| Hughes 2010, 150,
Crowley 1963, | 601, 610) Lemarchand
72-77) 1962, 405)
Kosovo 1 (Charney | 0" 1 (Russia) 1 (NATO and | 1(l&gare) (BBC
2001, 460, (Freedomhouse (Caspersen EU countries) | 2013d,
Slomanson 1998l, 2008b, | 2008b, 1, Fawn| (Charney 2001, Friedhaber et
2009, 5-6) 2007a, 2008c, | 2008, 270, 290, 462, K-FOR al. 2000, CIA
1999¢, The BBC 2010, 2013, NATO World
United Nation | Ciobanu 2008, | 1999, Factbook
Interim 159) Caspersen 30.04.2013b, a
Administration 2008b, 8,
in Kosovo EULEX
(UNMIK) 23.01.2013)
2003,
Caspersen
2008c, 123)
Nagorno- 1 (Arutiunov | 1 (similar, or 0 1 (Russia, 0 (highly
Karabakh 1996, Hughes| better) Armenia) dependent on
2001, 16-17, | (Freedomhouse (Hughes 2001, | support from
BBC 2013g, | 1998m, 2012f, 14, BBC diaspora and
Caspersen 1998b, 2012b, 2012e, Armenia)
2008a, 364, | Caspersen Caspersen (Caspersen
Smolnik 2008a, 366, 2008a, 367- 2008a, 367-
2012, 154) Kolstg 2012, 368) 368, Kolstg and
von Steinsdorff Blakkisrud
2012, 204, 2008, 495-496)
Caspersen
2008c, 121)
North- 1'" (Altinay | O (slightly 0 0 1% (lower)
Cyprus 2000, 298, worse in North (Altinay 2000,
loannides and| Cyprus) 303, 307,
Apostolopoul | (Freedomhouse loannides and
0s 1999, 52, | 1998n, 1999a, Apostolopoulos
Feridun, 2012c, ) 1999, 52,
Sawhney, and Sonmez and
Shahbaz 2011, Apostolopoulos
556, Gosh ang 2008, 38-40)
Aker 2006,
1090)

"8 Though Kosovo was hailed for having achieved thadards set out by The United Nation Interim

Administration in Kosovo (UNMIK) (2003), their lebef democracy was - at the time of their indeperoge
declaration in 2008 - lower than in Serbia.

9 The island of Cyprus did not have such a shampasated geographical ethnic division as it do€9it8
before the Greek Cypriots moved south and the $hrkiypriots moved north after the war in 1974. That
matter has an ethnical background does seem tlede(Eeridun, Sawhney, and Shahbaz 2011, 556,H&¢ihc
2004, 168).

180 |oannides and Apostolopoulos (1999, 54) arguestiieanorthern parts of the island held most oftthaist
facilities at the time of the commencement of tteer im 1974. However, Northern Cyprus is here evellias
having fewer resources because many of thesetii@eilvere destroyed without being rebuilt. In aiddit the
international sanctions imposed of the region bdgd a rapid economic deterioration (see formimst Sonmez
and Apostolopoulos 2008, 40).



Puntland o™ (CIA 1'% (CIA 0 1 (higher)
World World (Gikes 1999,
Factbook Factbook 571, UNHCR
04.04.2013, | 04.04.2013, 1999)
Mesfin 2009, | Gikes 1999,
1, Gikes 1999, 571, UNHCR
572, Huliaras | 1999, Hesse
2010, 1-2, 2010, 81,
Hesse 2010, | Freedomhouse
81) 1999f)
Republika 1(Caspersen | 0 (Caspersen | O 0 (similar) (The
Srpska 2008b, 5, The| 2008b, 11) World Bank
U.S. Central 2012a)
Intelligence
Agency 1992,
Caspersen
2007, 621)
Republika 1 (Caspersen | O (uncertainty | O 0 (similar)
Srpska 2008b, 5, The | regarding who (CIA World
Krajina U.S. Central | should lead Factbook 1992,
Intelligence RSK) The World
Agency 1992, | (Caspersen Bank 2012b)
Pavkovic 2008b, 11,
2011, 301- 2003b, 12-14)
302)
Rhodesia 0™ (Global | 0™ (lower) 1 (UK, UN 1% (lower)
Edge (Pinkston 2005, Security (USDA
05.04.2013, | 1-7, The United| Council) 05.04.2013,
State Nations (Pinkston 2005, Global Edge
05.04.2013, | Security 7, The United 25.02.2013)
McDougal Council 1965a, | Nations
and Reisman | b, Fraser 1918)| Security
1968, 1) Council 1965a,
b, Cockram
1966)
Somaliland | 0"°%(Arieff 1 0 0 1% (higher) 0
2008, 65, CIA| (Freedomhouse (Government
World 2012i, h, CIA of Somaliland
Factbook World 2011, 33,

181 Somalia, including both Somaliland, Puntland, &asultitude of clans, but they are considered asqfahe
overarching group “Somali”. Thus, the same ethmazig dominates in all three entities, however theiders
are defined. A potential reason to evaluate thensgas homogenous is that in both Somaliland amdl&hd,
one clan dominates (Mesfin 2009, 10, Arieff 2008, 61A World Factbook 12.02.2013).

182 Hesse (2010, 78-80) points our attention towaadspant corruption and Puntland, and an unfortunate
development of piracy in the Gulf of Aden. The mayis, nevertheless, still considered more demialit and
institutionally stable than the republic of Somattrough how the development evolves is difficalptedict.

183 Though Rhodesia did in fact have a clear majaiftBantu Mashona (Global Edge 05.04.2013, McDougal
and Reisman 1968, 1), the institutionalising ofghass disproportion of power between the groupkhemce an
increased focus on the differences between groapsére led to it being considered a non-homogesmcisty.
18| consider the UK as a democracy from 1918 onwaafier the introduction on universal suffrage gema
1918).

185 Even without adding the revenue from the Britishm@nonwealth, Great Britain had a vastly stronger
economy than Rhodesia for all the years of itsterise (1970-1989), regardless of how the econoitiat®n

in Rhodesia developed (Ramsay 1978).

186 See footnote 170 on page 1.

187 Huliaras (2010, 6) describes the fall in revenuthe late nineties and early 2000’s after Saudibfa’s ban
on livestock import, and concludes that the econdidysurprisingly well and that the ban is not extpd to last
long. More information on the economy of Somalilamdl Puntland can be found at The World Bank (2002)
report in Somali.
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12.02.2013,
Mesfin 2009,
1, Gikes 1999,
572, Huliaras
2010, 1-2,
Hesse 2010,
73)

Factbook
04.04.2013,
Arieff 2008,

63, 66-67,
Mesfin 2009, 1,
6, Gikes 1999,
571, UNHCR
1999, Hesse
2010, 75, BBC
2012c¢,
Haugland 2008
77,

UNPO 2008,
Mesfin 2009, 1,
Gikes 1999,
571, UNHCR
1999)

Freedomhouse
1999f)

South Sudan | 0 (diverse, but| 1 0 1 (USA) (Dean| 1™ (oil) (Ross | 1
clearly (Freedomhouse 2007, 82) 08.07.2011,
different from | 2012I, k) BBC
Sudan) (Ross 04.07.2011,
08.07.2011, CIA World
BBC Factbook
04.07.2011, 07.04.2013a,
Dagne 2011, Belloni 2011,

15, Dean 417-418)
2007, 72, 79-

80,

Christopher

2011, 127)

South- 1 (Arutiunov | O (lower) 0 1 (Russia) 1 (poorer) 0

Ossetia 1996, Hughes| (Freedomhouse (Fawn 2008, (Ciobanu 2008,
2001, 16- 2012d, 2009a, 273, UNPO 128)
17{Hughes, b, 2012j, von 2009)

2001 Steinsdorff
#339){Global | 2012, 204,
Security, 2011| Haugland 2008
#345}(BBC 77)

2012d, Fawn

2008, 272,

Ciobanu

2008, 126)

Taiwan 0 (DelLisle 1 (DeLisle 1 (China) 1 (USA) 0™ (same) o™
2011, 1, CIA | 2011, 4-5, CIA | (DelLisle 2011, | (DelLisle 2011, | (CIA World
World World 1, Chiang 1999 1, Chiang 1999| Factbook
Factbook Factbook 977) 976, Kolstg 26.03.2013b, a
26.03.2013b) | 26.03.2013b, a, 2006)

Freedomhouse
2012m, 2013,
Zabarah 2012,
188-189)

Tamil Eelam | 1™ (Pegg 0 (both had 0 0 d% (same) 0
1998, 67-69, | institutions, but (Jayasinghe

18 Though (The World Bank 07.04.2013a, b) lists Sualmhaving a higher GDP, South Sudan holds madsieof
natural resources and is therefore given the Vhalue
189 Note: Taiwan and China are not on identical ecandevels, but both are very rich (CIA World Factiso
26.03.2013b, a).
199 Taiwan was a UN member until 1971, when the seattransferred to the People’s Republic of Chirtee(T
United Nations General Assembly 1971).
¥ Though the Tamil group on Sri Lanka includes mamygroups, it is different from the Sinhalese grthat
constitutes the majority on the island (Pegg 189871).

192 Tamil Eelam constitutes most of the Sri Lankanstioge, but has not by itself been able to accuteuba
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Rogers, the Tamil’s 2006, Pegg

Spencer, and | were not better 1998, 80-81,

Uyangoda than in Sri Pfaffenberger

1998, 771- Lanka) (Pegg 1987, 115, 161-

775) 1998, 79, 162, Bandara
Freedomhouse|, 2007, 269, 272
Stokke 2006) 275, 278)

Transnistria | O (united by | O (Lower. PMR| O 1 (Russia) 1 (industry) 0

geography is described as (Hughes 2001, | (Berg 2005,

and language,| a soviet-style 14, Berg 2005, | 228, Ciobanu

not by totalitarian 227, Fawn 2008, 71-72,

ethnicity) regime)(Cioban 2008, 272) 84, Kolstg and

(Berg 2005, u 2008, 71-80, (Ciobanu 2008, Malgin 2007,

226, Ciobanu | 133, 78-79, BBC 107, 113, BBC

2008, 71-72, | Freedomhouse 2012e, Protsyk| 2012e)

Kolstg and 19980, 2012n, 2012, 180, von

Malgin 2007, | 1999d, 2012e, Steinsdorff

103, Protsyk | von Steinsdorff 2012, 202)

2012, 178- 2012, 204, (Anderson

179, von Haugland 2008 2011, 201)

Steinsdorff 78)

2012, 202)

access revenue to any large degree. | therefouoe @ngt it evens out: Tamil Eelam had the coasttHmuinterior
was similar to that of the rest of Sri Lanka. Tatdr had the least of the coast, but the mostebther territory.
In addition, Sri Lanka, while itself poor could ttade with other states, whereas Tamil Eelam @ependent
on subsidies (Jayasinghe 2006, Pegg 1998, 80-81).
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Appendix 4: Raw table with sources and for causalanditions F-M

F: Support by any recognised stateSupport gives that value no support gives.
G: Opposition by any recognised stateOpposition gives that value none giveD.

H: Higher economic level than the parentHigher level gived, not higher level gives 0.
I: Lower economic level than the parent Lower level gived. Not lower level give®. Note: the sources fét andl are the same and only mentioned in one of them.

J: Gross human rights violations®®. Gross violations by the parent state to the deofatate shortly before secession gitestherwise the result &

K: Federal status.De facto-states that were federal entities within their pagetsl, the rest gete.

L: Geographical separateness from its parentEntities geographically separated from their pasentesl, the rest score3.

M: Third wave . Entities in the third wave scotethe rest scor8. Sources: see Table 2.5
O: Outcome. UN member states are codedlathe rest a$.

Table 14- Raw table with sources and explanationgdusal conditions F-M

De facto- F G H I J K
state
Abkhazia 1 (Russia) 0 (Fawn 2008,| 0 (A suffer 0 0" (Fawn 0
(Fawn 2008, | 284-286) from 2008, 274, (autonomous
274, UNPO destruction of Pavkovic region)
2009, Ciobanu infrastructure 2011, 313- (Global
2008, 121) and an 315, Haugland Security
embargo, but 2008, 75) 2011b, BBC
is supported 20123,
by Russia. Haugland
Georgia is 2008)

poor, but has
relations with
others.
Abkhazia
contributed
average to
Georgia’s
economy)
(Clogg 2001,

198 The concept of human rights violations is basetherdefinition and discussion as presented in (@blkeenko 1999).

194 Georgia accuses Abkhazia of ethnic cleansing (F20@8, 274), but it does not appear that that Abkkere the victims of gross human rights violatiteeling up to

their declaration of independence and they arg giiven the value 0.
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UNPO 2009,
Ciobanu 2008,
122-124)
Anjouan 0™ 1 (OAU™) 1®(higher) |0 0t 0 1 1 0
(Cornwell (Ayangafac
2010, 57, 2008, 3-5,
Svensson Cornwell
2008, Naldi 2010, 55-56)
1998, 249)
Bangladesh | 1 (India) 1™%(China, 0 1 (lower) 17 (Islam 0 (major parts| 1 (Islam 1985,| 1 1
(Islam 1985, | USA) (Islam (Islam 1985, | 1985, 217, of former 212)
218, Akram 1985, 217- 214-215, Bose 2005, Bengal)
2006, 29, The | 219, Akram Nafziger and | Brown 2012, | (Nafziger and
United 2006, 20-22, Richter 1976, | Akram 2006, | Richter 1976,
Nations Harris 1971, 98, 103-104, | 1-2) 92)
General USUN Collier and
Assembly 13.05.2013) Hoeffler 2002,
2004, 15, 22-23, Brown
USUN 2012, 2-3,
13.05.2013) Akram 2006,
7)
Biafra 1(Portuga™) | 1 (UK, USSR, | 1°% (higher) |0 1 (Islam 1985,| O (the eastern| 0 0 0
(Islam 1985, | USA) (Islam | (Islam 1985, 217) region)

195 See Footnote 170 on page vii for an elaboratioRrance’s relationship with Anjouan.

1% The African Union (AU) succeeded the OrganisatibAfrican Unity (OAU) in 2002 (The African Union(®2)

7 The reports on Anjouan’s relative economic streragt compared to the rest of Comoros is varyingabiit seems to be that while Anjouan suffers feomuneven
redistribution of values by the political centreGmand Comore, it holds the most natural resousoesis thus considered in a (marginally) supeiiioagon regarding
resource level. Naldi (1998, 248) , claims thatdArn complained of unjust distribution of aid ie Bomoros and that they received less that théqalcentre in Grand
Comore.

1% Though some violence has occurred, it appeatseititerature that this is not from the state ofr®oos itself, nor sufficiently serious as to cotusé gross human rights
violations (Ayangafac 2008, 10, U.S. Departmeriaite 2000). The conflict is classified as “minonad conflict” by (Wallensteen and Sollenberg 1989®).

199 (Nafziger and Richter 1976, 97) claims the US sugal West Pakistan (now Pakistan) in the beginpifrthe secessionist conflict. This is supportedAkram 2006,
23), who points out that the U.S. did not involiseif otherwise. Similarly, China vetoed Bangladesldmission to the UN in 1972, but later chandsdtand (USUN
13.05.2013, The United Nations General Assembly197

20 The separation process of Bangladesh was a blmoelybut it appears that the situation has been atier that. It is potentially difficult to deteme the level of human
rights violations that occurred before the waregaration, but | have chosen to give Bangladeshahee 1 following the explicit argument in (Islak®885, 217) and the
general claims made by for instance (Brown 2012).

“1The support of Portugal is described by Islam E127) as ineffective and wavering. Pegg (1998, 226) and (Islam 1985, 212)discusses whethercEraupported
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217) Pegg 1985, 217, 213-214, Post (Cahoon
(1998, 218, Nafziger and | 1968, 33, 2002)
226) Richter 1976, | Nafziger and
97, 105) Richter 1976,
103-105)
Chechnya 0°" 0 (BBC 1999, | 1% (oil 0 1 (MAR 2004, | 1 (republic) |0 0 0
(Anderson Anderson infrastructure) Gilligan 2010, | (Constitution
2011, 185, 2011, 185, (Walker 1998, UNHCR of the Russian
201, Hughes | 201) 3-4, Hughes 2000, HRW Federation
2001, 15, 2001, 24-25, 2006, 1993, Chapter
Charney 2001 The Amnesty 3, Article
459, 463) Economist International | 65.1)
2007, 1996,
Vatchagaev Haugland
2008) 2008, 75)
East-Timor | 1 (UN 0°* 1*%(higher, 0 1 (HRW 1999,| 0 (province) |0 1 1
Security oil) (Pedersen CAVR 1999, | (Pedersen and
Council) (The and Arneberg CJA Arneberg
United 1999a, vii, 16.04.2013, | 1999b, 115,
Nations Pedersen and Modvig et al. | Haugland
Security Arneberg 2000, 1763, | 2008, 75)
Council 1975, 1999c, 3-23) Charney 2001
1999) 466)
Eritrea 1 (Egypt) 0 (Haugland 1 (Higher,and O 1 (Lloyd ahd 0 1 1

Biafra’'s case but appear to not have a clear ceimriuAs an example, Pegg (1998, 218,226)clairsstfiiat France’s support was important for Bialfna, then later states
that Biafra had no significant support from othiatess.

22 Though the region of Biafra is described as «wEleconomically» (Pegg 1998, 239), Islam (198B7)Xlaims that Nigeria has a so high level of ralttesources even
without Biafra that one should not consider thaatibn as very uneven. During the Nigerian block&lafra was unable to utilize these resources,thadnhabitants
starved. Nayar (1975, 325) describes the Eastgiarrdi.e. Biafra) as Nigeria's most prosperous BRodt (1968, 26) claims that two-thirds of Nigesinatural resources are
to be found there.

203 Georgia recognised Chechnya and was friendlydi #spirations, but whether this was noted witBirechnya is an open question(Hughes 2001, 15).

24 Hughes (2001, 24-25) points out that though Chgaltoes not have large oil reserves per se ippadson with Russia, a large part of Russian aiisgiirough the
region.

2% Though not actively opposing the independenceast Eimor, Australia has been involved in a dismyter the petroleum resources of the area and eppehave an
inconsistent relationship to the issue. For moréhis) see e.g. Marks (2004) and ICJ (1995). Opiomsand support of the independence declaratid®#b | not considered
here.

2% Though East Timor’s oil and gas-resources wereueloped and untapped, (Collier and Hoeffler 20@220) claims that the potential riches were ehdiog East

Timor to be classified as being better off thanoimekia.
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(Dean 2007, | 2008, 75) coast line) 1994-1995, formerly
76) (Collier and 435, The different
Hoeffler 2002, Government | colonial
20, The of Eritrea master) (The
Government 1993, Federal | Government
of Eritrea Research of Eritrea
1993, Division 1993, The
Encyclopaedia 2005, United
Britannica Haugland Nations
2013i, Federal 2008, 75) General
Research Assembly
Division 1950)
2005, 7-8)
Gagauzia 0 (Chinnand | 0 (Chinnand | O 1 (lower) 0 (Chinn and | O (Protsyk
Roper 1998, | Roper 1998, (Prohnitchi et | Roper 1998, | 2010, 3-4,
95) 95, Roper al. 2008, 26- | 95, Roper Chinn and
(Roper 2010, | 2010, 116- 27, Gagauzia | 2010, 117- Roper 1998,
117) 118) Info 118, Haugland 94, Haugland
27.03.2013a, | 2008, 76) 2008, 76)
Zabarah 2012,
187)
Iraqi- 1 (USA, UK, | 1 (Turkey) 1 (higher) 0 1 (The United | O
Kurdistan France) (Olson 2006, | (Harvey and Nations
(Anderson 17, van Stansfield Security
2011, 201, Bruinessen 2011, 18, Council 1991,
Olson 2006, | 1986, 25-27) | Olson 2006, van
17, Gunter 22, Economist Bruinessen
1993, 311) 2012, NBC 1986, 14,
2009) Wolff 2010,
1370,
Gailbraith
2004)
Katanga 0°%" (Hughes | 1 (USA, UN) | 1 (higher) 0 1 (Omstead | O (province)
2010, 601, (Islam 1985, | (Islam 1985, 2009, (Islam 1985,
McNemar 217, The 213, Post Encyclopaedia| 213, Crowley

297 Belgium initially aided by sending troops to supiiéatanga, but withdrew them at the insistencthefUN (The United Nations Security Council 1960u@cil 1960,
McNemar 1967, 14). In addition, there were a nunadf@elgian mercenaries present, fighting for tretatigan side (Hughes 2010, 603). The Central Afrieederation and
Rhodesia are described by Hughes (2010, 611-618jllagy but unable to assist Katanga.
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1967, 14) United 1968, 32-33, Britannica 1963, 68)
Nations Crowley 2013f)
Security 1963, 68,
Council Everwyn
1961a, 1962, 150,
Hughes 2010, | Lemarchand
601, 610) 1962, 405)
Kosovo 1 (NATO and | 1 (Russia) 0 1(lower) 1 (Charney 0
EU countries) | (Caspersen (BBC 2013d, | 2001, 455- (autonomous
(Charney 2008b, 1, Friedhaber et | 465, Council | province until
2001, 462, K- | Fawn 2008, al. 2000, CIA | 1998, BBC 1989)
FOR 2013, 270, 290, World 2013d, (Charney
NATO 1999, | BBC 2010, Factbook Slomanson 2001, 459-
Caspersen Ciobanu 2008, 30.04.2013b, | 2009, 5-6, 461, BBC
2008b, 8, 159) a) CIA World 2013d, Fawn
EULEX Factbook 2008, 280,
23.01.2013) 30.04.2013b, | CIAWorld
Ciobanu 2008, Factbook
158, Haugland 30.04.2013b,
2008, 76) Haugland
2008, 76)
Nagorno- 1 (Russia, 0 (Fawn 2008,| 0 (same: 0 0% (BBC 0
Karabakh Armenia) 284-286) highly 2013g, (autonomous
(Hughes 2001 dependent on Freedomhouse region) (BBC
14, BBC support from 1998m, 2012f,| 2013g,
2012e, diaspora and Caspersen Freedomhouse
Caspersen Armenia) 2008a, 365, 1998m, Fawn
2008a, 367- (Caspersen Haugland 2008, 272,
368) 2008a, 367- 2008, 77) Haugland
368, Kolstg 2008, 77)
and
Blakkisrud
2008, 495-
496)

2B vjiolence occurred in the process of separatiohttimisituation was fairly calm before that poBince then it appears that the region’s conflist ecome frozen

(Ciobanu 2008, 104-106) (BBC 2013g) .




North- 1 (Turkey) 1 (Greece) 0 17 (lower) 1 (The 0 (Altinay
Cyprus (Altinay 2000, | (Atasoy 2003, (Altinay 2000, | United 2000, 298,
298, Gosh and 257-258, 303, 307, Nations 1974, | Dodd 2009, 8,
Aker 2006, Dodd, 5-7) loannides and| 98, Gosh and | Pegg 1998,
1094, Apostolopoul | Aker 2006, 107)
Anderson 0s 1999, 52, | 1091, The
2011, 201) Sonmez and | United
Apostolopoul | Nations
0s 2008, 38- | Security
40) Council 1974)
Puntland 1 (Ethiopia) 0 1 (higher) 0 1 (Huliaras 0 0 1 0
(Mesfin 2009, (Gikes 1999, 2010, 3,
9) 571, UNHCR Amnesty
1999) International
2012a)
Republika 1 (Serbid") | 0 (Caspersen | 0 (similar) 0 0 (gross 0 (The United | 0 0 0
Srpska (Caspersen 2008b, 8-10) O (The World human rights | Nations 2007,
2008b, 8-10) | (Fawn 2008, | Bank 2012a) violations Fawn 2008,
284-286, occurred, but | 271, Haugland
Haugland Republika 2008, 77)
2008, 77) Srpska is not
(generally considered as
shunned at victim of such
least initially, by their parent
but not state Bosnia-
actively Herzegovina)
opposed) (Caspersen
2008b, 8-10,
Holthuis
2007,
Holthuis
2003,

299 (loannides and Apostolopoulos 1999, 54) arguesthieanorthern parts of the island held most ofttheist facilities at the time of the commencemafrthe war in 1974.

However, Northern Cyprus is here evaluated as lgafewer resources because many of these facilitige destroyed without being rebuilt. In addititre international
sanctions imposed of the region has led to a rapithomic deterioration (see for instance SonmdzApostolopoulos 2008, 40).

#0Though the Greek Cypriots committed human rigit$ations against the Turkish Cypriots, the latesponded with breaches of their own (The Eurof@@nmission of
Human Rights 1976, 160-163).

L For a discussion of the relationship between &efépublika Srpska and Republika Srpska Krajiea,Gaspersen (2007).
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Hocking

2009,
Freedomhouse
1998c,
Haugland
2008, 77)
Republika 1 (Serbid™) | 0 (Caspersen | O 0 (similar) 07" (gross 0 (The United | 0 0 0
Srpska (Caspersen 2008b, 8- (CIA World human rights | Nations 2007)
Krajina 2008b, 8-10, | 10)(generally Factbook violations
2007, 622) shunned at 1992, The occurred, but
least initially, World Bank Republika
but not 2012b) Srpska
actively Krajina is not
opposed) considered as

victim of such
by their parent
state
Croatia)(Casp
ersen 2008b,
8-10,
Freedomhouse
1998f,
Caspersen
2003b, 1-8,
Pavkovic
2011, 313-
315)

Rhodesia 1 (South 1 (UK, UN 0 1°"* (lower) 17 (Zimmerli | 0 (the self- 1 0 0
Africa®™) Security (USDA 1971, 277- governing

22 Eor a discussion of the relationship between &efépublika Srpska and Republika Srpska Krajiea,Gaspersen (2007).

3Though the Serbs in Croatia were the victims o$ihduman rights violation by the state during WWépnsider this to be too far removed in time frima secession to
give the value 1. This judgement is of course daflat For more information, see Jasenovac Mem8iial(29.04.2013), Jasenovac Reasearch Instit@te42013). They
were also discriminated against after the reintégraf RSK (Caspersen 2003b, 19).

24 Until 1975 (Pinkston 2005, 5).

215 Even without adding the revenue from the Britiin@nonwealth, Great Britain had a vastly strongenemy than Rhodesia for all the years of its eriste(1970-
1989), regardless of how the economic situatioRhindesia developed (Ramsay 1978).

1% There might not have been the same level of aefixese in Rhodesia as in for instance Bangladesmear complete lack of human rights for the waajority of the
population gives the value &f
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(Pinkston Council) 05.04.2013, | 298, The colony
2005, 4) (Pinkston Global Edge | United Southern
2005, 7, The 25.02.2013) | Nations 1975)| Rhodesia)
United (The United
Nations Nations
Security 24.03.2013a)
Councll
1965a, b,
Cockram
1966)
Somaliland | 0%’ (Arieff 1 (Egypt, 17 (higher) | 0 1 (Arieff 0 (formerly a
2008, 68-74) | Eritrea) (Government 2008, 67-68, | different
(Arieff 2008, | of Somaliland Mesfin 2009, | colonial
71, Huliaras | 2011, 33, 3-4, Huliaras | entity)(Arieff
2010, 13) UNPO 2008, 2010, 3, 2008, 67)
Mesfin 2009, Amnesty (Haugland
1, Gikes 1999, International | 2008, 77)
571, UNHCR 2012a,
1999) Caspersen
2012b, 33,
Haugland
2008, 77)
South Sudan | 1 (USA) 0 17 (oil) 1 0 (formerly a
(Dean 2007, (Ross (Freedomhoug different
82) 08.07.2011, e 2012k, colonial
BBC 2007b, 2012l, | entity) (CIA
04.07.2011, Amnesty World
CIA World International, | Factbook
Factbook 2012b, 07.04.2013b,
07.04.2013a, Natsios and Dagne 2011,
Belloni 2011, Abramowitz 16, Lloyd
417-418) 2011, 20) 1994-1995,
411)

27 Ethiopia is «in favour of» Somaliland state statug does not grant recognition (Arieff 2008, 70-7

8 Huliaras (2010, 6) describes the fall in revenuthe late nineties and early 2000’s after Saudibfa’s ban on livestock import, and concludes thateconomy did
surprisingly well and that the ban is not expedtethst long. More information on the economy ofrédiland and Puntland can be found at The WorldkB2002) -report
in Somali.

#9Though (The World Bank 07.04.2013a, b) lists Suaimhaving a higher GDP, South Sudan holds mdsieafiatural resources and is therefore given theevda
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South- 1 (Russia) 0 (Fawn 2008,| 0 1 (poorer) 0% 0 (ethno-
Ossetia (Fawn 2008, | 284-286) (Ciobanu (Freedomhoug territorial
273, UNPO 2008, 128) e 2009b, region, lower
2009) 2012j, than
Ciobanu 2008, autonomous
126-128, oblast)
Haugland (Global
2008, 77) Security
2011b,
Freedomhouse
2009Db,
Haugland
2008, 77)
Taiwan 1 (USA) 1 (China) 07! (same) 0 0% 0 (province)
(DelLisle (DeLisle (CIA World (Amnesty (Encyclopeedi
2011, 1, 2011, 1, Factbook International | a Britannica
Chiang 1999, | Chiang 1999, | 26.03.2013b, 2012c) 2013m)
976, Kolstg 977) a)
2006)
Tamil Eelam | 0°* (Pegg 0 (Pegg 1998, 0 (same) |0 1%** (Pegg 0 (Northern
1998, 80-81) | 80-81) (Jayasinghe 1998, 72-74, | and Southern
2006, Pegg Freedomhouse Provinces)
1998, 80-81, 1999h, 2009c,| (Pegg 1998,
Pfaffenberger Rogers, 71, 75)
1987, 115, Spencer, and
161-162, Uyangoda
Bandara 2007 1998, 774-

220The Russian intervention and subsequent war i8 Aot here seen as gross human rights violaiittigated by Georgia, however turbulent the elgnee was. After
the war in 2008, the human rights situation hassesed, both from Russian and Georgian side(Freeolass2009b, 2012)).

221 Note: Taiwan and China are not on identical ecdndevels, but both are very rich (CIA World Facttka26.03.2013b, a).

#22Tajwan is a special case, and its status as aotie-$tate has followed a unique trajectory. . Tfiooo gross human rights violations occurred in@ai proper, the war in
mainland China was intense. Read more about inigetsnd Lee (2009), Freedomhouse (2012m), HamdlHuang (1994), Chiang (1999), CIA World Factbook
(26.03.2013b) and DelLisle (2011).

%3 Between 1983 and 1986, India unofficially aidee Tamils, but the tigers are seen as having religdarily on the Tamil community for sustenance(@&§98, 80).

224 Tamil Eelam constitutes most of the Sri Lankanstiz@e, but has not by itself been able to accutauta access revenue to any large degree. | therafgue that it evens
out: Tamil Eelam had the coast, but the interios wianilar to that of the rest of Sri Lanka. Thedahad the least of the coast, but the most obther territory. In addition,
Sri Lanka, while itself poor could do trade witther states, whereas Tamil Eelam were dependesiilusidies (Jayasinghe 2006, Pegg 1998, 80-81).

225 The Tamil Tigers are themselves accused of huigatsrviolations (Pegg 1998, 73, Freedomhouse 1999h
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269, 272-275, 776,
278) Caspersen
2012b, 37-38)

Transnistria | 1 (Russia) 0 (Fawn 2008,| 1 (higher, 0* (BBC 0 (but 17
(Hughes 2001, 284-286) industry) 2012e, different pre-
14, Berg (Berg 2005, Haugland USSR history)
2005, 227, 228, Ciobanu 2008, 78) (Fawn 2008,
Fawn 2008, 2008, 71-72, 272, Kolstg
272) (Ciobanu 84, Kolstg and and Malgin
2008, 78-79, Malgin 2007, 2007, 106,
BBC 2012e, 107, 113, Haugland
Protsyk 2012, BBC 2012e¢) 2008, 78)
180, von
Steinsdorff
2012, 202)

(Anderson
2011, 201)

22 ppart from the violence happening during the safian, the region appears to have avoided seriomsh rights violations (BBC 2012e).
227 some Transnistrians live on the right bank, batdfierwhelming majority reside on the left banktaf Dniester river (Kolstg and Malgin 2007, 104).
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