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Description
The SDM2EPR docking data links separatist groups as coded by the self-determination movements (SDM) dataset (Sambanis et al. 2018) with politically relevant groups as coded by the Ethnic Power Relations (EPR) dataset, version 2014 (Cederman et al. 2010; Vogt et al. 2015). The data can be used for the analysis of violent or nonviolent separatist conflicts in the context of the EPR dataset.


Citation
Please always cite the following when making use of this data:
Germann, Micha, and Nicholas Sambanis (forthcoming). “Political Exclusion, Lost Autonomy, and Escalating Conflict over Self-Determination.” International Organization, in print. 

In addition, when making use of the SDM data, please cite:

Sambanis, N., Germann, M., & Schädel, A. (2018). “SDM: A New Data Set on Self-determination Movements with an Application to the Reputational Theory of Conflict.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 62(3): 656-686.

And, when making use of EPR, please cite:

Cederman, Lars-Erik, Andreas Wimmer, and Brian Min (2010). “Why Do Ethnic Groups Rebel: New Data and Analysis.” World Politics 62(1): 87-119.
Vogt, Manuel, Nils-Christian Bormann, Seraina Rüegger, Lars-Erik Cederman, Philipp Hunziker, and Luc Girardin (2015). “Integrating Data on Ethnicity, Geography, and Conflict: The Ethnic Power Relations Data Set Family.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 59 (7): 1327–42.
Approach
This section describes how we mapped the the SDM data on separatist claims onto EPR. 
EPR v2014 covers politically relevant ethnic groups around the world from 1946-2013, but its definition of `ethnicity’ is relatively narrow and includes only linguistic, religious and racial groups. Contary to SDM, EPR does not include regionally defined groups. 87 of the 464 separatist groups SDM codes represent groups whose identity derives from their region, such as the Texans in the U.S. or the Lombards in Italy. Although regional identities can be seen as ethnic (e.g. Horowitz 1985), we cannot map these groups onto EPR.
Another 39 SDMs cannot be linked because EPR does not include groups in overseas territories (e.g. the Guadeloupeans), groups in micro-states with a population of less than 500,000 (e.g. the Nevisians in St. Kitts and Nevis), and groups classified as `tribes' or `clans' rather than `ethnicities' (e.g. the Isaaqs in Somalia).
Overall, 289 of the 464 SDMs can be matched to EPR, or 62%. About half of all SDM groups (224/464) correspond directly to a group in EPR (we refer to these as “1:1” cases). In around three dozen cases, EPR includes an SDM group but does not consider the group politically relevant in all years of the respective movement’s activities. For example, per the SDM dataset the Germans in Belgium first mobilized for self-rule in 1970, but EPR only codes them as politically relevant from 1973 onwards. To maximize the match between SDM and EPR, we recoded all group-years that were missing from EPR, adding information on all relevant EPR-based explanatory variables (e.g. exclusion). Coding notes for all changes to EPR, including some other cases where we found that EPR codes contradicted case evidence collected by us, can be found in “EPR_corrections.docx”. 
In another 65 cases, SDM and EPR aggregate groups differently, but we can still establish a match. Typically, this scenario emerges when EPR codes an umbrella group of which we identify one large or several smaller sub-groups as separatist (52 cases; we refer to these as “n:1” cases). For example, while EPR codes a single umbrella indigenous group in the U.S., SDM codes several different indigenous groups. In these cases we code nonviolent separatist activity if at least one constituent group made a nonviolent claim and no other group made a violent claim. We code violent separatist activity if at least one of the constituent groups was involved in separatist violence. 
In 13 cases, EPR codes two or more sub-groups of a larger separatist group. For example, SDM codes a single Anglophone movement in Cameroon whereas EPR distinguishes between the northwestern and the southwestern Anglophones. In these cases, we establish start and end dates of violent and nonviolent separatist activity separately for each constituent group based on case evidence. We refer to these as “1:n” cases
There are 39 cases where EPR misses a separatist group that according to our judgment meets the criteria for inclusion in EPR. These are groups that are linguistically, religiously, or racially defined and politically relevant[footnoteRef:1] in EPR terms. In 10 of the 39 cases the SDM group is not missing as such from EPR, but EPR chose a much higher level of aggregation and it would be unreasonable to code this umbrella group as separatist. For example, Kenya's Maasais have made separatist claims but they constitute only 10% of the respective EPR group, which also includes the (non-separatist) Kalenjin, Turkana, and Samburu.  [1:  Note that separatist groups are by definition `politically relevant’ as defined in EPR. The conditions for `political relevance' are that there must be at least one organization claiming to represent the group's interests at the national level and/or that the group must be discriminated by the state (Vogt et al. 2015).] 

Data Formats
The data is accessible in two formats. 
 1) The file “SDM2EPR.xls” provides case-by-case information for every self-determination movement identified by Sambanis et al. (2018). The following variables are included:
	Variable
	Description

	country
	Name of country

	group
	Name of separatist group in SDM dataset (source: SDM)

	startdate1
	Start date of separatist movement (source: SDM)

	enddate1
	End date of separatist movement (source: SDM)

	tyrule1
	Whether ten-year rule was applied in coding of enddate1 (source: SDM).

	startdate2
	Second start date of separatist movement (source: SDM)

	enddate2
	Second end date of separatist movement (source: SDM)

	tyrule2
	Whether ten-year rule was applied in coding of enddate2 (source: SDM).

	prioract
	Indicates whether an SDM group made separatist claims already before the first year it is covered (source: SDM)

	sdm2scenario
	SDM2EPR mapping scenario (see above)

	epr_group
	Associated EPR group(s)

	epr_gwgroupid
	Unique EPR ethnic group ID

	extension
	Binary flag indicating cases where a match between SDM and EPR can be established, but selected group-years with an active separatist claim were missing from EPR and had to be added.  



2) The file “groupyear.csv” provides data in research-ready format. The unit of analysis is the country-group-year. The following variables are included:
	Variable
	Description

	gwgroupid
	Unique ethnic group ID (Source: EPR)

	year
	Calendar year

	countryname
	Name of country

	countries_gwid
	Unique country ID (Source: Gleditsch & Ward 1999)

	isrelevant
	Binary indicating whether group is politically relevant (source: EPR, with corrections[footnoteRef:2]) [2:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	sdm
	Binary indicating separatist claim incidence (source: SDM)

	sdm2epr_scenario
	SDM2EPR mapping scenario (see above)

	sdm_names
	Name(s) of associated SDM group(s)

	one_to_one
	1:1 case

	n_to_one
	n:1 case

	one_to_n
	1:n case

	nviolsd
	Nonviolent separatist claim (source: SDM)

	violsd
	Violent separatist claim (source: SDM)

	hviolsd
	High-intensity separatist violence (source: SDM)

	groupsize
	Relative group size (source: EPR, with corrections[footnoteRef:3]) [3:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	statusname
	Political status of ethnic group (source: EPR, with corrections[footnoteRef:4]) [4:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	status_excl
	Political exclusion dummy (source: EPR, with corrections[footnoteRef:5]) [5:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	regaut
	Regional autonomy (source: EPR, with corrections[footnoteRef:6]) [6:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	geo_typename
	GeoEPR settlement type name (source: Wucherpfennig et al. 2012, with corrections[footnoteRef:7]) [7:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 


	geo_concentrated
	Regional concentration dummy (source: Wucherpfennig et al. 2012, with corrections[footnoteRef:8]) [8:  See “EPR_corrections.docx”.] 
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