Appendix
This appendix complements the article ‘Reluctant acceptance of legal solutions to territorial disputes as signals of foreign policy reorientation.’ The first section contains information on the media sources used for the Libyan case, and the complete references for cited news items. The second section provides information regarding methods and ethics for the interviews conducted for the Israeli case. This also includes additional information about the cited interviewees. A third section explains the coding for Table 1 in the article, which motivates the method of agreement for case selection strategy. The fourth and final section specifies cases of legal dispute resolution of interstate territorial disputes 1945-2000, including information regarding the relative strengths of legal claims, disputant reluctance to accept legal settlement, and outcomes of the legal processes. 
News archives
I manually collected and analyzed close to 900 news items, spanning more than 1,200 pages of text, for the Libyan case study. The entries spanned international and domestic media reporting, including broadcast media (TV and radio), newspaper reports, and news digests. I relied on two main sources for media reports: the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) monitoring service, and the Africa Research Bulletin (ARB). The BBC monitoring service provides translations of domestic and international media (print and broadcast) on a daily basis (Leetaru 2010). Access to domestic reporting offers detailed and context-sensitive primary material on parliamentary proceedings, government statements, speeches, and general framing of foreign policy and the Aouzou issue, which may be omitted or distorted in international news coverage. BBC’s monitoring service furthermore enables access to daily media other than the major western and/or international news agencies and news organizations, without the need for proficiency in the vernacular. I consider two potential pitfalls associated with reliance on this source. First, given that monitoring services introduce a selection process of what news items to translate, it could be that they underreport important political developments and statements, and that I thereby miss important information on the behavior and motivations of the involved parties. This is especially problematic when monitoring services summarize and paraphrase domestic media, rather than translate items per verbatim. I have consequently ensured that all citations from BBC monitoring were clearly marked as actual quotes, and not paraphrases. Regarding the overarching fear of underreporting, BBC monitoring provide ample reporting on the Aouzou issue, and Libyan foreign policy in general, given the high salience of Libyan interventionist policy during the examined period. A substantial share of the analyzed monitoring items furthermore concerned translations of speeches, interviews, and government statements, reported in their entirety. This should mitigate the worst fears of selective and distortive reporting. 
A second issue concerns potential loss of nuance and meaning in the process of translation. In short, context sensitive meaning may be lost in the process of translation, introducing errors in the analysis. Relatedly, foreign policy utterances during the Qaddafi era were arguably embedded within an overarching discourse of Nasserite Pan-Arabism, Libyan (or maybe more aptly Qaddafi’s) Revolutionary theory, situated in the overarching Cold-War dynamics, and drawing on central concepts such as antisemitism, Palestinian solidarity, Islamism, African self-determination movements, and anti-imperialism. Admittedly, reliance on translations for the analysis of changes in foreign policy outlooks, and the framing of territorial dispute resolution efforts, introduces an additional risk of misinterpretation in relation to such a complex overarching discourse. Within a positivist methodology, this speaks to issues concerning both validity and reliability of measurement. I have tried to mitigate this by focusing on the more manifest aspects of foreign policy statements, such as whether the foreign policy agents declare actual changes in policy, as well as whether they explicitly call for cooperation.
ARB is a London based bulletin service that complements BBC monitoring by providing peer-reviewed reporting and commentary on regional and national issues in Africa. While sharing BBC monitoring’s focus on domestic print and broadcast media as primary sources for reporting, and predominantly relying on paraphrasing rather than verbatim translations, ARB complements news sources with an extensive network of local contacts, as well as other sources such as International Organizations, and international media. The primary benefit of ARB is to contextualize and corroborate the information from BBC monitoring. 
Below, I provide full references for the news-items cited in the article. 
[bookmark: _Hlk189485714]References to cited news-items
Africa No 1 (1987) ‘Chad: OAU Talks Proceed Without Libya’. Africa No 1 (BBC Summary of World Broadcasts) (21 May).
ARB (1987a) ‘Chad: Last Stronghold Falls as Libyan Troops Retreat’. Africa Research Bulletin, Political, Social and Cultural Series (15 April): 8432-8435.
ARB (1987b) ‘Chad: Libyan Rout Revealed’. Africa Research Bulletin, Political, Social and Cultural Series (15 May): 8468-8469.
ARB (1987c) ‘Chad: Struggle to Continue’. Africa Research Bulletin, Political, Social and Cultural Series (15 July): 8538-8539.
ARB (1987d) ‘Chad-Libya: Aouzou Claims Filed’. Africa Research Bulletin, Political, Social and Cultural Series (15 December): 8687-8688.
ARB (1988) ‘Chad-Libya: Peace Process Accelerates’. Africa Research Bulletin, Political, Social and Cultural Series (15 December): 9063-9064.
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Interviews
The Israeli case study draws on interview material as one of several data sources. I conducted interviews during fieldwork in Israel over a three-week period in May-June 2018. I sought to interview people who had participated in the political decision-making process on the Israeli side, or who had special insight into the dispute resolution process. This included civil servants or technical experts who had worked with the resolution and the implementation of the territorial settlement, politicians who had been directly part of the decision-making, and experts who had observed and advised on the issue. I interviewed 13 people, seven of which are cited in the text. The selection of interviewees depended on a combination of conscious sampling, and ‘snowball’ referral (Goldstein 2002; Tansey 2007). Regarding the former, I purposely ensured access to interviewees from all major political camps on the issue: i.e. the Alignment and the Likud. This was to ensure that the potential bias of informants from either of the major political factions could be cross-checked or corroborated with the testimonies of informants from the other factions. Additionally, I also strategically included civil servants. This had a twofold purpose. First, given that politicians handle a broad range of domestic-, foreign-, and even intra-party affairs during their tenures, their recollection of a specific issue such as the Taba dispute might have been overshadowed by other prominent events. For civil servants, especially legal advisers or technical staff, the issue might have had much more of a central focus. As such, they might better recall details of the process. Second, although civil servants were often assessed to have had certain political alignments, as reflected by what political faction recruited them, I sought to include professionals as an additional check to potential bias in the accounts of the politicians involved. This for instance applies to the role of the legal adviser of the Foreign Ministry, as well as the Director General of the same institution. 
The time laps provided one of the most pronounced challenges for assessment of the information gathered through the interviews. In short, how credible are details about a process that transpired some 30 years back in time? Two main issues are at play here. First, participants might not recollect facts and thought processes for events so far back in time. At worst, they may remember it wrong. Overall, interviewees were quite candid about their inability to remember details, and I explicitly asked them not to try to fill in the blanks or guess, but rather tell me if they could not recollect. Some nonetheless had quite detailed memories of the process, and could provide specifics of events. Overall, I sought to minimize these problems by crosschecking accounts with contemporary and/or secondary reporting. A second issue concerns the tendency of people to rationalize behaviour as time passes. This especially pertains to questions about what motivated behaviour far back in time. Again, I primarily relied on triangulation with more contemporary sources to mitigate this aspect, when possible.
The interviews were semi-structured, meaning that an overall template of standardized questions guided all interviews, but that the specific set of questions posed differed across interviews, as did the sequencing and form of the questions (Kvale 2007: 50-51). This was intended to best leverage the type of information that the interviewee had access to, and to allow follow-up questions and themes to be adapted to whatever reasoning the informant wanted to develop on. All interviews were carried out in English by the author. If the informant consented, interviews were audio recorded, and subsequently transcribed by the author. Other interviews were documented through extensive field notes.
The interviews were conducted as part of a broader research project that addressed the complete process regarding the use of arbitration for the Taba dispute, spanning the lead up to acceptance of arbitration, the interactions during the legal deliberations, as well as the implementation of the eventual award. Due to space constraints, I here only present information regarding the aspects that concerned adoption of the legal process. Additional information about the project is available from the author upon request.
Selected interview questions:
· Beginning with your participation in the Taba issue, [insert summary of the participation or position of the participant]. Is this description correct or would you like to add or adjust it?
· Which negotiations, deliberations, and/or decisions did you participate in (domestically and internationally)?
· Throughout which time-periods did you participate?
· In your understanding, why was arbitration applied concerning the Taba issue?
· Why was the issue not resolved through the preceding negotiations or through the conciliation process?
· Can you tell me who you consider to have been the key Israeli actors concerning the Taba issue as well as their position on the application of the arbitration procedure?
· (I.e. who were crucial to the shape and the outcome of the process? Who were most influential?)
· Why were they the key actors?
· What perceptions and motives did they have on the issue?
· What control did they have over the outcome of the issue?
· From where did they draw their main support on the issue?
· To who where they mainly responsible on the issue? 
· What did they think of the arbitration process? Why did they oppose or support it?
· Do you think that any other aspects or issues were important in explaining the handover [the question was originally formulated to focus on compliance, but allowed for discussions concerning all aspects of the resolution process, depending on the direction of the interview]?
· Were there any fears of international sanctions or enforcement if Israel did not comply?
· What about US interests (e.g. pressure or rewards)?
· What about the bilateral relationship with Egypt?
· How did the handover fit into the political and strategic environment (e.g. would it increase security)? 
· What about the Israeli-Arab peace process?
· How important was reciprocation in other issues to handover (e.g. restoration of diplomatic relationship, economic cooperation, and/or support in the peace process)?
· Was there a fear of renewed conflict if the issue was not resolved?
Ethical approval for the fieldwork and interviews was obtained from the [national review board]. The agency, which vetted the ethics of all research involving human subjects in accordance with [stringent national] law, approved the study on 11 April 2018.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Reference number 2018/106.] 

Given the less salient nature of the issue by 2018, risk for psychological or emotional stress due to re-traumatization of the recounting of past traumatic events was considered less of an issue (Brounéus 2011). All interviewees were supplied with summary information about the project, their rights as participants, and contact information. Following this orientation, all interviewees supplied oral and informed consent, before the initiation of the interview. As required by Swedish regulation, and best practice of ethical research, informants had the right to demand anonymity, or withdraw their consent for participation at any point during or after the interview. Some interviewees exercised the former of these rights, and requested anonymity, or to have their responses be treated as background. I have chosen not to cite any of those interviews in the final article. That said, the exclusion of their accounts does not systematically skew the results, as the information and recollections that they provided were shared by interviewees that agreed to be cited by name. 
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Coding criteria for alternative explanations in Table 1. 
Regime type: Coded based on Polity4 (v2018) dataset (Marshall, Gurr, and Jaggers 2019), polity variable. Value at the time of adoption. Israel = 9 (Democracy), Libya -7 (Autocracy).
Domestic legal system: Libya is coded as an Islam law country, based on Powell (2015). Israel is coded as a Common law country based on Metz (1990).
Past experience of Legal Dispute Resolution (LDR): Qualitative assessment on the disputants previous experience with legal dispute resolution, at the time of acceptance. Libya is considered to have relative success with the ICJ in its two past cases regarding maritime delimitation (in relation to Tunisia in 1982 and Malta in 1985) (Paulson 2004, 440). Israel is not found to have had any past experience of legal dispute resolution. 
Militarization: Highest level of militarization of the dispute. Classification based on ICOWprov 1.01 dataset (Frederick, Hensel, and Macaulay 2017), ‘midsiss’ (total number of militarized interstate disputes (MIDs) over the issue) and ‘warsiss’ (total number of full-scale COW interstate wars over the issue) variables. Warsiss ≥ 1 = War, warsiss = 0 AND midsiss ≥ 1 = Militarized, all others = None. Taba dispute scores 0 on both, Libya scores 1 on Warsiss. 
Institutional constraints: Level of institutional constraints on decision making-power of the executive in the disputant, at the time of acceptance of legal dispute resolution. Based on Polity 4 (v2018) dataset (Marshall, Gurr, and Jaggers 2019), ‘exconst’ (executive constraints concepts) variable. Concept captures presence and level of ‘horizontal accountability’ or ‘accountability groups’ across regimes. Concept originally measured on 7-point ordinal scale ranging from ‘unlimited executive authority’ (1) to ‘executive parity or subordination’ (7). 1-2 = Low, 3-5 = Moderate, 6-7 = High. Israel scores 7, Libya scores 1. 
Relative power, CINC: Coded based on the disputants relative share of the aggregate Combined Index of National Capabilities (CINC scores) of the dyad, for the year of acceptance. Data from the National Material Capabilities (NMC) dataset of the Correlates of War project (Greig and Enterline 2017). Weak ≤ 0,33,  0,33 < relative parity > 0,66, strong ≥ 0,66. Israel scores 0,26 (in the dyad with Egypt), Libya scores 0,76 (in the dyad with Chad). 
Relative power, outcome of last conflict: Qualitative assessment of the outcome of the last major military conflict, at the time of acceptance of legal management. Outcome of the 1973 October war is considered a draw by conservative estimates, based on how the Israeli eventual success was countered by an increased perception of strategic vulnerability (Kliot 1995: 11). Outcome of the 1987 Toyota War is considered a Chadian victory, based on the extensive Libyan losses (Wrigth 1989, 133; Arnold 1996, 77; Simons 2003, 58; Pargater 2012, 133). 
Length of dispute: Count of years between the initiation of the dispute and the acceptance of legal dispute resolution.  
Population of relevant cases
Based on the datasets provided by Allee and Huth (2006) and by Frederick, Hensel, and Macaulay (2017), I have identified 22 territorial disputes that were subject to legal dispute resolution 1945-2000. Using available data on the relative strength of legal claims (Huth et al. 2011), and two separate assessments of disputant reluctance for legal management (Brilmayer and Faure 2014; Wiegand et al. 2021), I compiled Table A.1 below with relevant information for 21 of the identified cases. The table provides an overview of the prevalence of reluctant acceptance of legal management. 
Table A.1 Interstate Territorial Disputes Submitted to Legal Dispute Resolution, 1945–2000
	[bookmark: RANGE!A1:E38]Disputed territory
	Time frame of territorial dispute
	Disputing states (Legal loser(s) underscored)
	Inferior legal claim 
	Resistant disputant(s) 
	Reluctant participant 
	Time frame of legal process 
	Legal body

	Ecrehos and 
Minquiers
	1886–1953
	France–UK
	France
	-
	France
	1953–1953
	ICJ

	Baarle Enclaves
	1945–1959
	Belgium–Netherlands
	Netherlands
	-
	-
	1959–1959
	ICJ

	Teotecacinte
	1912–1961
	Honduras–Nicaragua
	Nicaragua
	-
	Nicaragua
	1958–1960
	ICJ

	Preah Vihear
	1953–1962
	Cambodia vs Thailand
	-
	Thailand 
	Thailand
	1959–1962
	ICJ

	Palena/
Continental Glaciers
	1903–1998
	Argentina–Chile
	-
	-
	-
	1966–1966
	Arb.

	Rann of Kutch
	1948–1968
	India–Pakistan
	-
	-
	-
	1965–1968
	Arb.

	Beagle Channel
	1904–1985
	Argentina–Chile
	-
	Chile, Argentina
	-
	1976–1977
	Arb.

	Agacher Strip
	1960–1986
	Mali–Burkina Faso
	-
	-
	-
	1983–1986
	ICJ

	Taba
	1979–1988
	Egypt–Israel
	Israel
	-
	-
	1986–1988
	Arb.

	Bolsones
	1899–1992
	El Salvador–Honduras
	-
	-
	-
	1986–1992
	ICJ

	Gulf of Fonseca 
Islands
	1899–1992
	El Salvador–Honduras
	-
	-
	-
	1986–1992
	ICJ

	Aozou Strip
	1972–1994
	Chad–Libya
	Libya
	-
	Libya
	1990–1994
	ICJ

	Palena/
Continental Glaciers
	1903–1998
	Argentina–Chile
	-
	-
	-
	1997–1998
	Arb.

	Cordillera del 
Condor
	1947–1998
	Ecuador–Peru
	Ecuador
	Peru
	-
	1997–1998
	Arb.

	Hanish Islands
	1993–1998
	Eritrea–Yemen
	-
	-
	-
	1996–1998
	Arb.

	Kasikili Island
	1990–1999
	Botswana–Namibia
	Namibia
	-
	-
	1996–1999
	ICJ

	Hawar Islands and Zubarah
	1971–2001
	Qatar vs Bahrain
	-
	Bahrain, Qatar
	Bahrain
	1991–2001
	ICJ

	Bakassi Peninsula, Darak and Lake Chad Islands
	1977–2006
	Cameroon vs Nigeria
	-
	Nigeria
	Nigeria
	1994–2002
	ICJ

	Pedra Branca
	1978-2008
	Malaysia–Singapore 
	Malaysia
	Malaysia
	-
	2003-2008
	ICJ

	Sipadan and Ligitan
	1991–2002
	Indonesia–Malaysia
	Indonesia
	Indonesia
	Indonesia
	1998–2002
	ICJ

	Altena–Badme– Bure–Zalambessa
	1993–
2018
	Eritrea–Ethiopia
	-
	-
	-
	2000–2002
	Arb.


Legend:
Disputing states (Legal loser(s) underscored): States involved in the territorial dispute. En dash (–) used as separator for states that jointly file for legal dispute resolution; versus (vs.) used for states when the case was brought unilaterally to legal dispute resolution. States listed in alphabetical order for joint application and listed with initiator for unilateral application. Classification of legal losers based on ICOWsettle 1.1 dataset (Hensel 2001), ‘concesag’ variable (concessions in agreement), and coded for all cases not included in the original dataset. Legal loser assigned to the state ruled to make more substantial concessions. Both states coded as legal losers in situations of even concessions. 
Inferior legal claim: State coded as suffering from a significantly weaker legal claim to the disputed territory. Classification based on replication data for challenges to status quo, Huth, Croco, and Appel (2011), ‘slc3b’ (challenger strong legal claim) and ‘slt3b’ (target strong legal claim). Inferior legal claim assigned to the state that does not have a strong claim, in dyads where ‘slc3b’ or ‘slt3b’ have a value of 1. 
Resistant disputant(s): States that, for any year of the dispute, did not reciprocate the other disputant’s preference for a legal dispute resolution (arbitration or adjudication). Classification based on the Peaceful Resolution of Territorial Disputes (PRTD) dataset, variable ‘binding’ (Wiegand et al. 2021). States that obtain a score of 0, when the other state scores 1 on ‘binding’ are listed.
Reluctant participant: States that Brilmayer and Faure (2014) identify as part of legal processes in which they were not the initiator (or the disputant that was clearly pushing for litigation). Based on Table 10.3 (Brilmayer and Faure 2014: 209).
Legal body: Identity of legal court or tribunal. Arb.= Ad-hoc arbitration panel, ICJ = International Court of Justice.
Note: One legal dispute resolution listed by Allee and Huth (2006a) is not included in this list due to lack of information concerning the legal processes. This is the arbitration of the 1948-1971 dispute regarding Cooch Behar & Bengali Enclaves between East Pakistan and India. 
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