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Table 1: Results for Model 1 to Model 5

* Regression data were collected from the /CB Project (version 12) and were analyzed by
the author.
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policy choices. The government’s decision to initiate external violence is a product
of all these domestic and international level factors.

This paper has attempted to fill a gap in previous diversionary studies.
Extant literature, which has paid insufficient attention to the operationalization of
the independent variable, fails to achieve consensus on the definition of “internal
conflict” in the diversionary theory of war and thus on the validity of its hypothesis.
Using a more extensive dataset and taking into account several prominent control
factors with implied impacts on the internal-external conflict relationship, this
study examines the linkages between distinct levels of internal conflict and a state’s
diversionary behavior. It specifies the mechanism through which the state’s leader
responds to various domestic conflicts. It also suggests several future avenues of
research. First, since only a grave internal threat to their political survival would
induce state leaders to address domestic problems through the diversionary use
of force, future studies could further examine variations in a state’s foreign policy
choices by focusing on domestic factors that are closely related to the regime’s
viability. Second, as addressed earlier, the failure of this preliminary research to
yield any significant results regarding the interaction terms may be due to the
limitations of its research design. Thus, this study could be improved based on
the suggestions given above in order better to examine the interaction effects
for regime types, as well as the gravity of external threats. Finally, although the
endogeneity problem is usually difficult to solve, future research could try to pay
more attention to the causal relationship between domestic conflicts and external
crisis triggers in order to explore which causal mechanisms as discussed above
could better explain the observed relationship in this study.
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