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1. Introduction

1.1. Theories on Rebellion Ons et and Goal of this Study

Why does rebellion occurDespite considerable research, this seemingly simple question has
not yet been thoroughly answered. The dominant perspectives in explaining the onsets of civil
wars are mostly structuralist and in many pats rationalist. In their understanding, rebellion
occurs almost automatically once certain structural conditions are given and if an armed
struggle can be assumedto be beneficial in the views of political-economic entrepreneurs.

Three main approaches fran this group of theories can be identified.

Rebellion Onsein Theory

The first of these research strands identifiesOpportunity as the key factor driving the
formation of armed groups and the occurrence of rebellion. The main argument is that
rebellion is feasible and will occur if states lack the capacity to fend off opponents (e.g. due to
state weakness), if the costs of organizing rebellion are low (e.g. because of weak economic
structures, rough terrain, and external support for rebellion), and if therA A OA A OA1

x AO6 OI (GolRer dnd\Hodffler 2004; Collier et al. 2009, Fearon and Laitin 2003.

''TT OEAO OOOAT A T £ OAOGAAOAERh ' OEAOAT AAOh
focus. It investigates structural circumstances that are frustrating to people and aggrieve them
to the point of pursuing rebellion. This is mainly a sociatpsychological approach, which has
also often been applied in rationalist reasoning, however. Grievances approaches have focused
IT § AEOEAO Ol AEAAOgdA disparitios ibthe@idtdoiionfol Wealth,ladeds©
to political offices, and social and cultural rights as a driver of armed conflict(Stewart 2008a
Buhaug et al. 2014Wimmer et al. 2009). Moreover, if groups and protest movements are
violently repressed, this may z depending on the specific patterns of the repression and
previous level of mobilization z reinforce frustration, cause anger, and get people ready to
wage an armed strugglgCronin 2009: 142144 Della Porta 2013: 389; Wiktorowicz 2004b: 68-
7).

Finally, with a particular focus on Sub-Saharan Africa, protest movements have often
been violent z or refrained from it z depending on their integration into Patronage Politics
(Chabal and Daloz 1999Reno 2011 If co-opted or otherwise enmeshed into these networks,
protest movements follow political-economic calculations of how to obtain patronage and act
Opi 1 OEA AEOAAOEOAO 1 £ -ofuddioo®st rdovamAnEATQIE&rOIEs 6
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economically beneficial to them and their patrons (Reno 2011: 20841).

Explanatory Strengths and Weaknesssof these Theories

The vast literature on these theoretical approaches has certainly contributed immensely to
explaining when, where, and why armed groups form and fight by violent means. For instance,
one look at Sub-Saharan Africa, which is typically seen as waprone, shows that most
countries on the continent, have indeed been at high risk of rebellion: The common risk
factors of gpportunity theory such as state weakness, mass poverty, and low counterinsurgency
capacity are widely prevalent in the region. Also, many societal groups and protest movements
share grievances about factual or perceived inequalities and have often been repressed in
violent and arbitrary ways that are likely to escalate conflict. While some of these protest
movements may have been ceopted and compromised, this does not necessarily predispose
them towards non-violence. On the contrary, patronage networks set incentives for the use of
violent means and reproduce other risk factors of armedconflict, in particular state weakness

and mass poverty. Hence, most countries in Sutsaharan Africa are at a high risk of rebellion.

It is therefore unsurprising that such violent conflicts have occurred frequently in Sub
Saharan Africa and caused sevekamillions of deaths in the past decades: No less than 81% of
the countries in the region have experienced a smaller armed conflict and 44% even fulicale
civil war at some point since their independence(UCDP/PRIO 2014b. In no fewer than 21% of
the country-years either an armed conflict or civil war occurred® In many ways, this high
incidence of warfare can be explained by the abovenentioned widely prevalent risk factors of

armed conflict on the continent (Collier and Sambanis 2005Williams 201).

At a second look, however, the explanatory power of these theories can be doubted
because, after all, violent conflict has still been relatively rare. For most of the time, most of the
countries have been atpeace 79% of the countryyears were peaceful years in which neither
civil war nor minor armed conflicts took place; in even 93% of he country-years, no civil war
took place (for sources, see footnoted). The majority of the countries on the continent (56%)
have never even experienced major internal warfare. Without doubt, there have been several
devastating and tragically long violent conflicts, e.g. in Angola, the Democratic Republic of

Congo, and Sudan. Fortunately, this has still been the exception rather than the rule: In most

* The UCDPPRIO Armed Conflict Dataset (UCDP/PRIO 2014ba: 1519 does not record country-years
To obtain these numbers, thedataset was recoded into 2339 countryears (including all countries in
the region since their independence)



cases, if armed conflicts occurred, they affected pockets of countries rathethan the entire

territory and population. Presently, most armed conflicts in the region AOA 031 Al 1 7AC
(Straus 2012: 208, 4 EAU ET 011 OA OEAAOGET T A thé Pehipherigs Tof0 OO C AT (¢
OOAOAOGS xET OOAOAI U EIT A OOAOOAT OEAI OAOOEOI OUSG
relative rareness of rebellion and the fact that most (espeially recent) armed conflicts have

been minor in scale and lethality has beenpuzzling from the theoretical perspective of

rebellion research. Although the economic and political conditions in the region have certainly

improved in many countries over the past few years(Lindberg 2008, Devarajan and Fengler

2013, this hardly provides an explanaton. Overall, the mentioned common risk factors for

rebellion z state weakness, extreme poverty, large unemployed youth populations, integroup

inequalities, arbitrary repression, and patronage politics z are still all-too-common on the

continent. These dbservations suggest a need for theoretical refinement of rebellion research.

%OEAAT Ol uUh O1T AAO AEOAOI OOAT ARG OEAO i1 AEA AT T,
protests have often been nonviolent. Some of these nonviolent struggles in the region have
become widely-known, e.g. the mostly peaceful campaign against Apartheid in South Africa
and the wave of protest against military rule during the early 19909 Clark and Worger 2013
Bratton and van de Walle 199Y. However, there have also been many more recent cases. Some
of them have attracted international attention, e.g. the nonviolent anti-government protesters
that toppled rulers in Burkina Faso and Madagascar (and almost succeeded in Burundi) in the
past few years. Other, ethnicallybased ones have attracted less attention, for example the
mostly non-violent lib eration movements among the Anglophones (Cameroon), Katanga
(Democratic Republic of Congo), Malinke (Guinea), Coastal people (Kenya), Ogoni (Nigeria),
Zanzibari (Tanzania), and Lozi people (Zambia). The observation that there are plenty of such
non-violent protests under circumstances that make conflict escalation probable, again, is

puzzling from the perspective of the introduced theories on rebellion onset.

Research Question and Godalf this Study

The goal of the present study, therefore, is to refine theexisting research on rebellion. It

addresses the research question afhy rebellion occus. More precisely,under circumstances in

which conflict escalation is probable, why do somprotest movements pursue their protest by
violent means, whereas others mtest peacefully? Since the dominant theories take a largely
structuralist perspective and tend to (over)emphasize rationalism, this study seeks to
complement these theories by a micrelevel perspective that investigates ideational aspects, in
particular how protest movements construct meaning and mobilize people. One major
difficulty in this regard is that these processes at the level of the movements are influenced in

3



many ways by the wider and structural circumstances. Therefore, this study places much
emphasis on showing that there isadditional explanatory value in investigating these ideational

micro-level processes in the context of the existing theories on rebellion onset

1.2. Cases and Research Puzzle

To investigate meaningmaking at the micro-level in the face of the dominant explanations of
rebellion research, this study analyzes two cases from Nigeria: Boko Haramnd the Movement
for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOR These protest movements
provide great opportunities for testing and developing theories on rebellion: They have
emerged in a similar political and economic setting in which conflict escalation has been
highly likely; yet they have clearly protested using different strategies. While Boko Haram has
waged an armed struggle since mie2009, MASSOB has constantly propagated and pursued

protest by non-violent means.

Key Terms

Before outlining the cases and theresearch puzzlein more detail, several key terms need to be

briefly defined:

A Rebellion insurgency, armed/violent conflict, and civil war (see also2.) all denote a
sustained armed contestation between an organized nosstate group and the state
government, which leads to the loss of substantial numbers of lives on both sides
(Sarkees et al. 2003: 58JCDP/PRIO 2014a:-B). Some of these terms also have a

more specific meaning:

0 Rebellion, insurgency, and civil war (used interchangeably in this study)
describe forms of intense warfare, which is statistically defined by a
minimum of 1,000 battlerelated deaths per year(Sarkees et al. 2003:
58);

o armed conflict refers to smaller violent contestations that cause 2899
deaths from battle per year(UCDP/PRIO 2014a: B
o terrorism is a tactic of an armed nonOOAOA j OOAOOT OEODG O
operates clardestinely, perpetrates hitand-run attacks, hides among the
civilian population, and primarily targets civilians in place of
government forces(LaFree and Ackerman 2009: 348Hoffman 2006: 35
42).



A The concept of conflict escalation grasps the often extemled process in which
peaceful protest transforms into sustained violence(Ramsbotham et al. 2005: 111t
can be distinguished from rebellion onset, which treats the beginning of rebellion

as point rather than process.

A Protest®, used here synonymously with(contentious) collective actiorf, denotes the
sustained claims-making vis-a-vis the state government by non-state groups
organizations, and activists through non-institutionalized avenues (e.g. public
rallies, sit-ins, consumer boycott, non-violent resistance, petitions, graffiti, etc.).
7EET A OPOI OA00O6 1 AO-KiblentfotnB bfEdhteridnGhisisthdkT O 1T 1 1
applies it as a cover term forboth unarmed and violent protest (rebellion, armed

conflict, terrorism, etc.).

A The study focuses on collective action in the name of and bydentity groups (e.g.
ethnic, religious, and communal groupsd8 4 EAOA AAT pdofle whd £ET AA
share a distinctive and enduring collective identity based on a belief in common

descentand on shared experiences and cultural trait(Gurr 2000: 5.’

A Finally, borrowing from social movement research, protest movement is
O1T AAOOOT T AcolléehvifieB achn® with some degree of organization and
continuity outside of institutional or organizational channels for the purpose of
challenging or defending extant authoritydé (Snow et al. 2004: 11; emphasis
removed). | use protest movement as cover term for both armed and unarmed

activist groups.

Case Study Introduction

To outline the research puzzle, the cases need to be kafly introduced. Boko Haram is a

Salafist group, which has its territorial base in Maiduguri (Borno State) and which has been

® Della Porta and Diani (2006: 165, 19A A £ET A POI OAOGO AO 06111 Oi 6 OsotidE UAA x AU
AT A AdI 0O60AThe HDH AR @AEIGIRIZe®6 may be confusing considering that protest
techniques can become established and routinized as wel(so-ca | AA OOAPAOOTI EDAO 1T £ .
Thus, protest refers to tactics of clamsi AEET ¢ 1T OEAO OEAT OEA OAT 1T OAT OEIT 1
political will (e.g. voting, litigation).

® Contentious collective action encompasses the varied ways of claimbé A E E byCpeofle who lack
regular access to representative institutions, who act in the name of new or unaccepted claims, and
who behave in ways that fundamentallyAE AT 1 AT CA 1T OE A @Tarrolv Q011A D &sbbfolE OE A 06
category, thisincludes social movements, ebellion, riots, strike waves,revolutions, and so on.

"In reality, the focus on groups is only an approximation as people are complexly interconnected based
on varied sharedbeliefs and belongings (Brubaker 2002.



operating through a loose network of activists in many places across Northern Nigerigfor

details, see 3.2 andComolli 2015 Pérouse de Montclos 2014CG 2014. Founded around 2002

by the radical preacher Mohammed Yusuf as offspring of the broadesharia movement, Boko

Haram has sought to mobilize the Muslim population of approximately 70 million in Northern

Nigeria. It has aimed at imposing Islamic principles on the society and state. Initially, Boko

Haram protested by non-violent means z with the exception of the small and short-lived

OEiI 1 AT O OPOEOEIC¢C 1 &£ OEA OAI AGAA O. ECRAIpFAd, 4 Al E/
ET xAOAOh "TET (AOAI OOAOOAA Al OPOEOEI C8 4EA bOI
Nigerian security forces. Sect founder Yusuf and hundreds of members were killed in the
counterinsurgency. Yet this did not discourage the movement: In 2010, Boko Haram re

organized as an underground terrorist group led by Abubakar Shekawand has been waging a

continuous insurgency since September 2010. The insurgency gradually evolved from the open

uprising of July 2009 (first stage) via local hitand-run attacks and increasingly coordinated

terrorist assaults (second stagemid-2010 to early 20)3to a phase of open, rural warfare in

which Boko Haram occupied large parts of Borno State (third stage, early 2013 to early 2015).

The insurgency and the countrinsurgency operations have created terrible devastation and

human suffering in the North -East (for these regional geographic expressions, sdégure 3, p.

xiii): About 17,000 people have already beekilled and more than one million people displaced

in the ongoing warfare (Al 2015b: %.

MASSORB in contrast, has been protesting by non-violent means on principle. The
i T OAT AT O xAO &I 01 AAA AIiEA . ECAOEAGO AAI T AOAOEA
lawyer Raph Uwazuruike (for details, see 3.3 andOnuoha 2011 Okonta 2012 Harnischfeger
201} The movement strives for the renewed breakaway of the Eash the name of Biafra, i.e.
the former secessionist state, whichalready existedfor about 2.5 years during the Nigerian
Civil War (1967-70). MASSOB has sough OT [ 1T AEI EUA & OAI T OGhirdEA ) CA
largest ethnic group are counting about 30 million and have a high territorial concentration in
the South-Easern region. It has also sought to mobilize the minorities in the South-Southern
region, which historically is a part of Biafra too, to join the renewed struggle,albeit with little
success. Among Igbos, however, MASSOB has become widely popular. Its typical neiolent
protest activities comprise public rallies (although this has become rare inrecent years)
hoisting the Biafran flag in public, calling on the Easterners to stay at home and boycott public
life on a designated day of the year, and engage indzocacy at the international level. Also,

several other Biafran organizations have emerge both in Nigeria and abroad, but at the time

of writing this dissertation, the organization of MASSOB proper and the founder Uwazuruike



have still remained the key players. In spite of a few very minor incidents of violence over the
UAAOOh - ! 3 3iia8 deérly Beén nandident overall.

Research Puzzle
10O AAT AA OAAT h OEAOA 11 OGAI AT OO Al AAOI U AEEZEARAO
EAO AOAAI AOGAA ET O OAAATTEITTh xEAOAAOG -133/"80
regarding the identified gaps of rebellion research because the movements have risen and

adopted these different protest strategies under similar structural circumstances that have

made rebellion highly likely.

Regarding the typical risk factors of armed conflict, NCAOEA EO OOEDPAS6 A O
many ways. In terms of Opportunity , rebellion is highly feasible due to the weak state
structure, corrupt and undisciplined security forces, high poverty rate, low levels of general
education, and large and youthful population that lacks adequate employment. Therefore, at
least in theory, protest leaders could easily mobilize people for rebellion to fight for social
justice or other goals. Infact, Zinn (20095 evensuggested thatin Nigeria it is not the incidence
of civil war but its absencethat needs to be explained Also, Grievancesabout inequalities
abound in Nigerian society and politics: Most importantly, the corruption of the political class
has been a strong source of frustration to virtually every citizen in the country. Moreover,
decades of Northern dominance under military rule created persistirg grievances among
Southern-based ethnic groups. Conversely, the higher level of economic development in the
Southern part and perception of Southern political dominance have been sources of frustration
to many in the Northern part. A main paradox of Nigeria is that z irrespective of the actual
distribution of offices, wealth, and patronage z every major identity group seems to complain
about being the most disadvantaged of all. In addition, the heavyhanded approach by the
Nigerian security forces to repress discontent and nascent protest movements tends to further
aggrieve the protesters and rather escalate protest than prevent it. Finally, Nigeria is a typical
case forPatronage Politics Many of the movements in the country pursue economic interest,
rather than ideological aims, and often use violence for the purpose. All in all, there is much
reason to assume that protest movements that emerged under these circumstancessuch as

Boko Haram and MASSOR; would turn to violent means.

Thus, it is puzzling that under otherwise similar circumstances Boko Haram and
MASSOB have differed in their protest behaviofhis observation is the starting point here to
address the identified need for refinement of the existing theories on rebellion. In principle,

there are two possible solutions to this puzzle:



(1) A more detailed and micro-level analysis of the structural circumstances in which
these protest movements emerged may identify important substate variation in
terms of Opportunities, Grievances, and Patronage Polits. In fact, it has often
been criticized that these theories were developed and tested mostly on indicators
at the national level. Yet, opportunities for action, the grievances felt, and the
shape of patronage networks may vary widely from one locality @ another (Collier
et al. 2005: 19Dixon 2009: 723.2 In the end, these structuralist explanations may

turn out to be entirely sufficient for what appeared puzzling at first sight.

(2) Alternatively, the answer to the puzzle may lie in aspects these theoriehave
disregarded. By strongly emphasizing structural circumstances and rationalist
reasoning, these theories have neglected ideational aspects and especially the
micro-level processes ofmeaning-making in the mobilization for protest. Yet,
there is reason to assume that these aspects could contribute substantially to the
explanation of why rebellion (or peaceful protest) occurs. Research on social
movements has found that the processes ofmeaning-construction within and
around movements influence the course of collective action in important ways
(Benford and Snow 2000 Snow et al. 2011 Scholarsin this field, however, have
neglected to study these processes with regard to conflict escalation and armed
movements so far(for a notable exception, see Hafez 2004 Still, such meaning
making probably matters as much to social movements as to armed campaigns. In
other words, rebellion requires leaders wto explain the cause and the necessity of
using violence. These leaders typically embody the struggle and influence the
campaign through their agency. At the same time, their actions are also guided by
the broader culture of the identity group they seek to mobilize and they
themselves are part of. Surprisingly, these plausible assumptions have hardly been

tested for their explanatory power regarding the escalation of protest into violence.

For assessing the first of these possible explanations, this studglies on theories and concepts
from the existing research on rebellion (chapter2). For the second, the framing approach from

social movement research isntroduced into the study of rebellion (chapter 5).

® This assumption has been the main driver of the recentGnicro-level turné of quantitative rebellion
research(Cedermanand Gleditsch 2009.



1.3. The Framing of Peaceful and Violent Protest

This dissertation proposes that in order to explain why protest movements either wage
rebellion or pursue peaceful protest, it is necessary to complement the existing struatral and
rationalist perspectives of armed conflict research by micrelevel processes of meaning

making, the agency of protest leaders, and the cultural context of protest movements.

For this investigation, | use the framing approach from social movement esearch.
Framing analyzes strategic communication efforts byprotest leaders who act as framers when
they develop and usesimplified schemes of interpretation (socalled frames) to mobilize
people for collective action (Benford and Snow 2000 Noakes and Johnston 200p The framing
perspective investigates not only the content of such collective action frames (CAFs), but also
their development. Put simply, framers craft frames based on their perception ofthe wider
political, social, cultural, and economic context, their strategic interests, and their personal
experiences andbeliefs (Benford and Snow 2000: 623&29). Framing thus combines relevant
structural circumstances, as identified in rebellion research (i.e. obvious opportunities, widely
known grievances, and available patronage opportunities),with the cultural background of
both the framer and the audience. This brings group culture into the focus, which has been
neglected in rebellion research geealso 5.3. At the same time, framing does not tred culture
as alldetermining, but as a repertoire from which protest leaders may borrow elements to
creatively develop calls for collective action. In this process, the ideas, experiences, interests,
and convictions of the framer also matter, which implies that agency is involved. Finally, to
effectively mobilize people for collective action, these mobilization efforts also have to appeal
to the audience and convince people to engage in timeconsuming and possibly risky protest
activities. For assessing whyframes resonate and mobilize people for protest (or not),the

framing approach provides a set of success criteriNoakes and Johnston 2005: 115.

This study thus investigates the microlevel process of meaningmaking by Boko
Haram and MASSOB from a framing perspectiveand against the broader political and cultural
background. The focus of the case studies of Boko Haram and MASSOB is placed on the
NOAOGOEI T O 1T &£ Ei x OEA 11 OAI A1 666 1 AAAAOO EAOA
action, how they have influenced the framing through agency, and what role the structural
circumstances, in particular the cultural context, have played in shaping the mobilization
efforts. Moreover, the question is whether the framing has succeeded in rallying peopldor

collective adion, or whether alternative explanations for protest participation solve the puzzle.
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1.4. Methodology and Data

The study proceeds in a qualitative analysis based on a twoase comparisonwithin a most
similar-systemsdesign (Van Evera 1997: 5%George and Bennett 2005: 1560. This common
research strategy compares cases that are similar in contg but differ precisely in the value of
the independent and dependent variables of interest.This allows assessmentof whether the
value of the independent variable (e.g. strong versus minor grievances) coincides with the

expected value of the dependent ariable (e.g. rebellion respectively nonrebellion).

On these grounds, | conduct a within-country and synchronic comparison. Put simply,
| examine two movements that pursued their protests around the same time and within the
same country. This research stategy brings considerable advantages for theorjesting: A
priori, it guarantees a high level of similarity in the structural circumstances surrounding these
movements. This makes it possible to identify with high precision how differences and changes
in opportunities, grievances, and patronage networks at the substate level impact the protest
behavior of the movements. If the substate structural circumstances also turn out to be very
similar in both cases, they cannot explain the different protest stratggies of the movements.
This provides a consistent background for the assessment of how differences in the framing
have shaped the protests. Thereby, a strong case for framing as an explanation of conflict

escalation can be made.

The case study analysis enpys the framing methodology and a huge stock of data: For
identifying the CAFs of Boko Haram and MASSOB, a total of 207 documents comprising
OOAOQAT AT OO AU OEA 11 O06AT AT 0068 1 AAAAOO xAOA ATI1I1]
through which key protest leaders addressed the audience in order to mobilize for collective
action (e.g. through speeches, video and audio messages, and media interviews). To extract
CAFs, these documents were analyzed in a threstep qualitative approach (as defined in
5.4.2.

For assessing frame resonance, 114 interviews and five focus group discussions were
conducted during two field research visits of one month each to Nigeria and during two short
stays to collect information from diaspora-based Biafan organizations in London and Chicago
(for a list, see Annex C). Most of the interview respondents were people from the general
Muslim public in Northern Nigeria and the Igbo public, i.e. the respective audience of the
movements. In addition, | interviewed political and religious leaders from various levels, NGO
personnel, and journalists. While no active or former Boko Haram members could be
interviewed due to the ongoing state of the insurgency, 14 MASSOB activists were interviewed

and one focus group dscussion with another dozen MASSOB members was held. In addition,
10



virtually the entire leadership of the renewed Biafran struggle was interviewed. This includes
Ralph Uwazuruike (leader and founder of MASSOB), Benjamin Onuegbu (MASSOB), Uchenna
Madu (Progressive MASSOB), Benjamin Onwuka and Edeson Samuel (both Biafra Zionist
Movement/Federation), Nnamdi Kanu (Radio Biafra), and Justin Akujieze (Ekwe Nchebased
in the US).

To achieve more general validity, the interview findings were triangulated extensivey
by news reporting, academic studies, and available surveys. With regard to the Muslim North,
230 newspaper articles from Nigerian media sources were collected and analyzed to assess the
public opinion on Boko Haram and its goals. This was similarly condwcted for MASSOB based
on 250 newspaper articles. These news sources also provided much information on relevant
events. To crosscheck the findings on frame resonance, the study also draws on surveys by
established research institutes including Afrobarometea, the PEW Research Center, and
Gallup/NOIL. In total, 15 survey datasets were examined by the use of th8tatistical Package for
the Social ScienceqSPS$ This allowed disaggregation of the da&a, usually reported at the

national level, to assess public opinion on relevant issues at the subtate level.

To include this large stock of data and ensure readability, the study comprises three
annexes from which sources are quoted. The first two annexs contain overviews and
referenceson the documents used to identify the CAFs of Boko Haram and MASSOB. The
third annex lists the interviews and focus group discussions. For quoting, | use short IDs, as

defined in the annexes.

1.5. Structure

In this study, | proceed as follows: Chapter 2 outlines the field of rebellion research and the
three main theoretical approaches Qpportunity , Grievances and Patronage Politicy for
explaining the incidence and absence of rebellion. Chapter 3 provides background informatin
on the cases under analysis: Nigeria, Boko Haram, and MASSOB. In chapter 4, | test whether
OEA OEOAA 1 AT OETTAA OEAT OAOCEAAT ADPDPOIT AAEAO
conflict escalation and the continued non-escalation of MASSOB. Having idatified the extent

to which these theories solve the puzzle, | introduce the faming approach from social
movement research in chapter 5. Herein, | define the key concepts of framing for the case
study analysis, discuss how framing complements and differsfrom existing ideational
approaches of rebellion research, and describe the methodology of the framing analysis. In
chapter 6 and 7, the framing approach is applied to the cases of Boko Haram and MASSOB.

These case studies are each subdivided into three pa: In the first section, the CAFs are

11
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identified; in the second section, their resonance among the broader movement audience is
assessed; in the last section, it is examined whether these CAFs, indeed, have resonated with
OEA 11 OAI AT 006 soAdvihat &xiedr id expldind their BraEest participation. The
subsequent chapter 8 reviews the cultural context and agency of the framers to understand the
processes of frame development. Finally, in chapter 9, | summarize the main findings, discuss
limitations of the study, and give an outlook on the theoretical implications for future civil war

research.
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2. Theory: Research on Rebellion

In this chapter, | briefly map the research field of political violence research and define some of
the relevant terms and temporal aspects for the analysig2.3, before outlining the three main

theoretical strands of Opportunity (2.2), Grievances(2.3, and PatronagePolitics (2.4).

2.1. Mapping the Research Field

Rebellion research is one okeveralsubfields of the broader political violence research Political

violence can be defined assustained andorganized violence carriedout by state or non-state
actors to achieve political goals e.g.access topolitical offices and power, control over territory

and resources, enforcement of rights, etc. (Gurr 1970: 34). Over the past two decadesthe
study of political violence has beenincreasingly segmented into subfields such asresearch on
armed conflict, civil war, inter state war, rioting, terrorism, ethnic and religious conflict®, and
anti-civilian violence and genocide (Boyle 2012: 52%28). The presentstudy draws on research
from various suchsubfields (except for research oninterstate war, rioting, and genocide). They
are relevant here because Boko Haram is a politicalreligious movement, which started an
armed conflictin July 2009 At first, this was a local uprising™ followed by a waveof terrorist

attacks, and finally the movement waged full-scale civil war, also perpetrating severe
massacres " MASSOBas ethnically-basedmovement would have pursued an ethnic rebellion, if

its strugglehad escalatedinto violence.

Researth on political violence has often distinguished three temporal dimensions:
onset, dynamics, and resolution of violent conflict. The main interest of this study concerns
the onset Satistical approaches which are common among the studies cited in 2.2 and 2.3
typically define onset asthe point (i.e. the year) in which the violent confrontation first
surpasses a defined minimum number of battlerelated deaths In contrast, the present study
focuses on the process in which violence escalatdsy using the concept of conflict escalation

(see alsol.d. This comprises both a period before the @oint dof onsetand an ensuing phaseof

° To briefly define these concepts,ethnic and religious conflicts are violent contestations either amid
non-state actors, or between state and nonstate actors. The terms apply only if the contestants are
organized along ethnic orreligious lines and/or make identity-based demands.

10An uprising refers to a short and armed contestation with comparably low intensity in which an
armed non-state actor attacks the state

“Massacrs are severe attacls on civilians that causedozens or hundreds of civilian deaths, perpetrated
either by state actors or rebel groupg(also referred to as onesided violence, see UCDP 201%a
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consolidation of violence. Herein, this encompasses theperiod AAOx AAT " T ET ( AO/
foundation around 2002, the uprising of July 200%nd resurgence of the fighting in late 2010

(both of which A O Boint® of onsetd), and the further escalation into full-scale dvil war until

late 2014 With regard to MASSOB, the entire time frame from 19992014 is assessed, because

the protests could have turned violent virtually at any time. Although such a long time frame

can be analytically challenging, the advantage is that political crisis can build up for years

before violence breaks out(Sambanis 2005: 32324). Thus, my approach follows Florea (2012:

8182 x Ei A OC O & Mmayhe Adie uSeful to think of civil wars as longer processes

involving escalation and de-escalation rather thanonset, OAOI ET AOET T h AT A OAT AAOD

2.2. Opportunity

2009: 2 Fearon and Laitin 2003). Grounded in rationalism, the theory assumesthat structural
conditions influence the cost and benefit of organizing rebellion and that people cancorrectly
identify such opportunities. In this logic, peopled O [ 1 OsEafeAi€dfdrded becausethere
are alwaysenough discontented people in every socigy who would take up arms and pursue
rebellion as soon as this was financially and militarily feasible for them.*?A variant of this
approach, known as the O C O AhkdisGassumes that actorsare economically motivated and
therefore organize rebellion whenever it promises higher income thanOAT T OATw&yEéfT Al 6
employment. Rebellion promises such economic benefit if people are poor andunemployed
and if O1 T T OnAthrdl Aedources (such asdiamonds or timber) can be easily plundered by
warlords and their combatants (Collier and Hoeffler 2004; Reno 1999. This O C O Aakydndent
has beenprominent, in particular among journalists and policy makers who seek to make

sense ofwarfare in Sub-Saharan Africa(Keen 2012Gettleman 2010 Berdal and Malone 2000.

Opportunity theory assumesthat rebellion is feasible under certain conditions: if the
state, military , and police lack capacity, if poverty and youth unemployment are high, if the
general level of educationis low, if there is rough terrain and foreign military support, and if
Ol T 1T OnAtArdl Aesources make rebellion profitable on its own (Collier and Hoeffler 2004;
Collier et al. 2009 Fearon and Laitin 2003 Salehyan 2009 Sambanis 200%. Under these

circumstances, political leadersfind it feasible z and perhaps even economicallybeneficial z to

“For Collier, 01 | OEOAOEI 1T EO EI AAOAOI ET AOAR AAEI ¢ O00PPI EAA AU
the first social entrepreneur to occupy the viable niche, or itself endogenous to the opportunities
OEAOAAU 1T DAT AA /Holeratd.RODL 29l ET AT 1 Ao
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mobilize unemployed and disaffected youths for waging rebellion. Accordingly, rebellion is
relatively rare not because people are reluctant to fight by violent means (e.g. for ethical
reasons),but because rebellion rarely is feasible and economically beneficiaMost of the time,
most states have themilitary means to sufficiently discourage challengers from attempging to
organize rebellion. Yet in some instances states may be unable to deter challengers and
prevent them from forming an armed group. Does rebellion necessarily occur inthese
moments?S | A EAU POT PITAT OO 1T £ OEEO OAOGAAOAE OOOAT A
treated opportunity theory as probabilistic. Thus, E O D1 Eitk@ctordthat dake rebellion

more (or less) probable. Both understandings will be examined in the case tudies.

To test opportunity theory, | compiled the following set of indicators . This draws on
the already cited key work, two useful literature reviews (Dixon 2009; Hegre and Sambanis
2006), and a large number of quantitative and qualitative studies from the research field. |
included only those variables found broadlyrelevant across many studies andnly those that
can be meaningfully interpreted fro m the perspective of opportunity theory. These indicators
were then grouped into six categories (seeTable 1). Considering that the recent quantitative
Gnicro-level turn 6 has produced few reliable and robust findings so far, | exduded such work.
In the remainder of this section, these indicators are briefly introduced, their explanatory

power with regard to rebellion onset is assessed, and causal mechanisms apecified.
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Table 1 Indicators of Opportunity Theory

CATEGORY INDICATOR S

Politics and Military A State Weakness and Failurg
Low Policing and Counterinsurgency Capacity
A Political Instability and Crisis
A Oil-Exporting State, Grailed Rentier Stat®

Socio-Economic Conditions A Poverty and Economic Decline
A High Youth Unemployment*

A Low Level of Educatiort

Demographic Conditions A &outh Bul  C (ilgh Population Share of young Men)
A Territorial Concentration

0" OAAAD®G A O, T 1 OmalualRésources
A Organized Crime*

Geographic Conditions A Rough andMountainous Terrain

A Remoteness

A Crossborder Sanctuary

External Support A Foreign Arms, Military, and other Supply
A Sanctuary(as provided by External Actor)

* weak indicator due to contested findings

Political and Military Opportunity

In terms of political and military opportunity , rebellion clearly becomesmore likely if states
are weak Low state capacity and in particular low policing and counterinsurgencycapacity
reduce the risks and costsof organizing an armed struggle While the typical measurement of
state capacityby GDP percapita (O AOOAOO OAAI ET EOOOAOEOAR
see Fearon and Laitin 2003: 76is imprecise, studies with refined indicators confirmed that
states with higher number of military troops, indeed, have a lower risk of experiencing
rebellion (Bussmann 2009 Hegre and Sambanis 2006: 526, 528Besidesthe quantitative
literature, qualitative researchers have complemented this theoretical strand by studying

(ailed states.d6 4 E A Uthah le@€) Mhich lackstructures and capacity to deter challengers
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are prone to rebellion and other forms of political violence (Rotberg 2M3b; Reno 1999Spanger

200nd, O&AEI AA OOAOAO AOA OAT OAn AAAPI U AT T £l EAGAA
weakness neds to be assessed more broadly with regard toO O A GrAldify and/or

unwillingness to provide goods and services, particularlyconcerning security. If states fail in

these respects non-state groups (such as vigilantes, militias, or rebel group$ often fill in the

gaps b provide basic servicer may evenchallenge the state by violent means*

Besidesthe more long-term state weakness.sudden political crisis and instability also
increase the opportunity of rebellion (Fearon and Laitin 2003 Hegre et al. 2001 Hegre and
Sambanis 2006:526Dixon 2009: 718. Quantitative studies typically measuredsuch crises by
drastic changes in the democratic or autocratic character of a political regime orby the time
since the last regime change In contrast, qualitative studiesrely on finer measuressuch as
observing political debates or the role of the military . Evidently, in such situations of political
upheaval, rebellion becomes particularly probable. At this point, states lack not only the
capacity to oppose their challengers, but power strugglesalso occur, which set incentives for
armed means What remains contested for now is whether a generallink exists between
full democracies and full autocracieg are rebellion-prone (Fearon and Laitin 2003 Hegre et al.
2001 Hegre and Sambanis 2006:526Dixon 2009: 718, but this became refuted due to
measurement error (Vreeland 2008. Considering the lack of consensus on the impacts of

regime type on the occurrence of rebelliort’, | excluded this indicator.

In terms of political -economic opportunities, oil-exporting stateshave been associted
with rebellion (Fearon and Laitin 2003 Dixon 2009: 714 Hegre and Sambanis 2006:528Ross
2004b: 342344). There are two main explanations here: Oil resources make secession
attractive for oil-rich regions (Ross 2006: 28890)."°Alternatively, in countries with large
populations, oil dependence also implieslow per capita oil revenues which can produce Gailed

rentier statesd (Basedau and Lay 2000 These shallow states are based on the distribution of

BTheir presence does not only indicate, but possiblyalso createan opportunity for rebellion. A state that
already fights against an armed group may lacktroops and resources todeter other groups from
starting insurgency.

“Recent research that draws on refined measures suggests that democracies are less-afiected than
authoritarian regimes (Gleditsch and Ruggeri 2010 Yet, scholars of terrorism research find that
democracy increases the risk of terrorism(Eubank and Weinberg 2001 Kurrild -Klitgaard et al. 2006).
Thus, there is no clearcut connection between regime type and political violence.

“However, oil is hardly Gootableddue to the necessary investment forexploitation .
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patronage but remain susceptible to economic shocks and lack sufficient oil income to satisfy
the demands of patronage networks. Therefore, these states are at a high risk of failure and

violent power struggles

SocicEconomic Opportunity

With regard to socio-economic opportunities, poverty (typically measured by GDP per capita)
and negative economic growthat the country-level are considered some of the most robust
indicators of opportunity (Collier and Hoeffler 2004; Collier et al. 2009; Dixon 2009: 715Hegre
and Sambanis 2006: 526°One of the first micro-level statistical analyses confirmed this
finding by showing that within countries civil war onset is more probable in places withlower
absolute income (Buhaug et al. 2001 As mentioned, such poverty is often interpreted as
indicator for state weakness.From the socio-economic perspective, however, it is treated as
evidence of low economic opportunities, which could make rebellion comparably attractive for
DAT DI A OEAO 1 OEAOx Edand ma® evantplofit frdmGebeéllidn ifGtiprodude) A 6
income (e.g. as a result of plundering natural resources, see Collier and Hoeffler 204

Low levels of education(measured by male enrdlment in secondary education and
literacy) and high unemploymentalso increase the risk of civil war onset(Collier and Hoeffler
2004; Bussmann 2009: 273, 27®ixon 2009: 71%. Under these circumstances, ebel recruiters
may more easily find people who are frustrated about their limited economic opportunities
and who may be willing to engage in an armed struggle, either for political change or economic
benefit. The empirical evidence, however,remains rather thin (Hegre and Sambanis 2006:
522.'" A qualitative sociological analysis of 80 armed groups found that not only the
uneducated and unemployed join armed groups(Schlichte 2009: 38: About 81% of theseebel
groups have followers from the rural peasant population, 52% from a student mieu, and 41%
from the urban subclasses®Similarly, terrorism research demonstrated that those who are

better educated and positioned with regard to employment are even more likely to become

16Early studies may have been affected by endogeneity: They used civil war as dependent variable, which
may have missed preceding armed conflict that causes economic declingSambanis 2005: 307 Recent
studies, however, confirm t hat negative economic growth isa predictor of such armed conflict as well
(Callier et al. 2009: 18.

YThe strong correlation between these sociceconomic measures and GDP pecapita may reduce their
significance in statistical models (Bussmann 2009: 276Fearon and Laitin 2003: 78.

¥ As armed groups may have followers from more than one social milieythese numbers do not add up
to 100%.
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terrorists (Berrebi 2002+ OOACA O AT A - Sagdméaik 2004U697@).1° Hehice, lack of

education and unemploymernt is treated as weakrisk factor of rebellion here.

Demographic Opportunity

In terms of demography, opportunity theory argues that the higher the share of young men
(roughly aged 1830) in society, the more feasibleand probable rebellion is (Collier et al. 2009).
Such @outh bulgesd (i.e. large youth cohorts) increasenot only the risk of rebellion but also of

other forms of political violence such asterrorism and rioting (Urdal 2006). These statistical

finding s are highly plausible: In the context of widespread poverty OUT OOE iddiddteaA O 6

large share of youths who lack ecoromic opportunities and may find the (expected) economic
benefit from an armed strugglesufficiently promising to participate.?’ Considering that youths
make up a disproportional number of combatants among rebel groupsand that recruiting a

few thousand would be sufficient for waginginsurgencyh O U T O O Bre dAs®dndgpri§kdactor.

Territorial concentration also contributes to making rebellion feasible: Identity groups,
which are relatively homogenous and concentrated in a region, are more likely to wage
rebellion (especially for separatist aimg than dispersed and urban-based groups (Gurr 2000:
75-76; Toft 2002, Weidmann 2009).2*A minimum of territorial concentration can even be seen
as necessary precondition for organizing rebellion. Otherwise, population groups lack the

necessarycohesionfor collective action at all.?

Two further demographic indicators have been discussed in the literature, butare not
used as indicators of feasibility in this study: Firstly, many studiesfind that population size at
the country-level increases the risk of rebellion(Dixon 2009: 72Q Hegre and Sambanis 2006:
524-525. High population numbers could beinterpretedh  OET E1 AO Ol as€iddnc@ O E

for a larger pool of people from which rebel leaderscan recruit combatants. However, it would

“However, this finding is typically interpreted from a Grievancesrather than Opportunity perspective:
also make terrorism as a form of political engagementmore probable (Krueger and- A1 Aé ET OU
143.

% At the same time, grievancesbased explanations may alsamatter here: Being part of a large youth
cohort may create feelings of frustration among youths because of the difficulty of finding
employment (Urdal 2006: 61)L

“Some statistical studies have also not found support for the correlation of territorial concentration and
rebellion onset, but this may be largely due to the use of imprecie measuregDixon 2009: 710.

*From a sociological perspective, territorial concentration may also make rebellion more probake by
influencing social mechanisms such & group pressure and socialization (McDoom 2013: 45%
Moreover, it may foster grievances due to environmentaldegradation and resource scarcity thereby

AOI

AT CA
Gl T €

leading to violence (O. ATAT OEOOEAT 6 AOCOi A).Oh OAA AA 3T UOA a4l il
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be animprecise measure, if compared toyouth bulges.6 Secondly, in line with key scholarson
the opportunity approach, this study doesnot use societal diversity(i.e. the number of identity

groups in a country) as indicator of feasibility. Although some studies found that societal

diversity increases the risk of rebellion (Dixon 2009: 710, this shapes grievances rather than

opportunities .

O' O AaAdfOdganized Crime

The O' O Askahdargues that rebellion is particularly feasible and even praitable if there are
zsoAAT 1 AA  @hdturalGesduicds €Collier and Hoeffler 2004; Collier et al. 2009). These
resourcescomprise timber, drugs, and such minerals (including diamonds, coltan, and gold)
that are close to the surface(Ross 2003: 5423 OAE Ol hatur@lAeBdurBedcan be planted
or extracted even by unskilled workersat low prior investment. Studies onO7 AOI | OA
and New WaO Ohawve made strong claims that (®lood diamondsé and other such natural
resources arekey drivers of armed conflict (Reno 1999Kaldor 1999. Some journalists argued
even that rebellion in Sub-Saharan Africa hasgenerally turned into @pportunistic, heavily
OEAUEOA Broded Ardd @Ouh® may act as and cooperate wittcriminal groups in
many ways Yet, the @reeddstrand only provides a weak indicator of rebellion onset Most
studies do not find that @ T O A Aatudalaresources motivated or financed the beginning of
rebellion (Ross 2006: 290 Humphreys 2005.* Rather, economic opportunism seens to
prolong ongoing civil wars and increasethe level of violence (Ross 2004a: 561 Lujala 2009
Ballentine 2003: 260269).

%|n contrast, the extraction of Mon-lootabled natural resources (e.g. oil, gas, and deepshaft minerals)
requires high start-up investment, perhaps even off-shore installations. Although the prospects of
controlling such resources may makerebellion attractive, they neither promise Gast moneyg nor do
they cover the start-up costs of rebellion; thus, they do not contribute to make rebellion feasible.

?* Collier and his colleagues who proposed the (Greedithesis used the unspecific and highly
interpretative measure of primary commodity exports. In fact, this includes many non-Qootabled
natural resources €.g. oil, gas,deep-shaft minerals), which hardly provide fast revenue(Ross 2004b:
340-342).
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Geographic Opportunity

Research ongeographic conditions shows that rebellion is more feasible in remote and
mountainous areas Rough and mountainous terrain as well as large forestSallow armed
groups to hide out and build training camps (Buhaug et al. 2008 Collier and Hoeffler 2004;
Fearon and Laitin 2003 Weidmann 2009; Hegre and Sambanis 2006: 526 Moreover, studies
that investigate discriminated identity groups find that their probability to rebel increases with
the distance to the capital, i.e. remoteness(Buhaug et al. 2008 Cederman et al. 2009: 517
Weidmann 2009). Indirectly, remoteness may measuretate capacity to control territory and
distribute services, which is commonly lower on the fringes than in the center of states.
Finally, crossborder sanctuary in neighboring countries increases the feasibility of rebellion
(Salehyan 200): No fewer than 55% of the rebel groups at least sporadically used foreign
places for hiding and organizing their fighting (Salehyan 2007: 230 Such sanctuary may be
available to rebel groupsdue to the lack of state capacity to control borders, but also from

active external support

External Support

Finally, external support (especially in terms ofarms, funds, and fighters), either from third -
party states orthe diaspora, makes armed conflict more probable (Salehyan 2009 Collier and
Hoeffler 2004).%” More often than the faraway diaspora, it is the kin in neighboring countries
who sponsor armed groupsthat fight on behalf of their common aims (Gleditsch 2007
Salehyan 2007: 237%Sambanis 2005: 34312, 322 In addition, governments have often provided
support and sanctuaryto rebels. This occurs especially in situations of inter-state rivalry when
they tend to support insurgents that fight against their rivals (Salehyan 2007: 23236
Gleditsch 2007: 303304).

Motivation Missing?

Most scholars in the field have (often implicitly) treated the opportunity approach as
probabilistic. Thus the identified indicators should be considerad relevant (and perhaps

necessary but non-sufficient for the occurrence of armed conflict. The main point of

*The quantitative literature has not yet found strong support for the intuitive link between forests and
warfare, which is likely due to measurement difficulties (Dixon 2009: 712 Collier and Hoeffler 2004:
587).

*®n his literature review, Sambanisfinds that rough terrain is associatedless with civil war onset than
with its prolongation (Sambanis 2005: 311

%" Vice versa, governmentghat receive external support face lower risk of rebellion(Collier et al. 2009).
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contention between those who favor a probabilistic understanding versus the proponents of a
opportunity theory hasdownplayedOEA OT 1 A 1T £ b Ay BihngdwedkindichtdstoO A OET 1
grievances(Sambanis 2005: 31921 Cramer 2002: 1851854. Theseweak indicators comprise
the level of democracy, societal diversity, andmeasuresof inter-personal income inequality,
which do not adequately measuresocietal cleavages and inequalitiesThe rationalist reasoning
of opportunity theory, especially ofthe @O A Asfaid, has also been challengedThe ideathat
(®omo Economicus Goes to Wabwas described ag@xtremely reductionist, highly speculative,
and profoundly misleading6 (Cramer 2002: 1840 Many of these critics advocatedthe mostly

socialpsychological perspective ofgrievances

2.3. Grievances

There has been a long tradition of researchon grievances and their relationship to political
violence (Gurr 1970 Horowitz 1985). The basic assumption in this literature is that relative
deprivation z i.e. the discrepancy betweend AT D kexpdrt@tions and their actual living
conditions z causes frustration which may lead to aggression and ultimately political violence
(Gurr 1970: 24. Unfulfilled expectations, though, may not necessarily cause frustration,
aggression, and ultimately violence; instead, people mayalso evade frustration by adapting
their expectations to their actual achievements or they may find non-violent ways to vent
their anger (e.g. peaceful protest, humor, withdrawal, see Berkowitz 1989: §9 Nevertheless,
research on armed conflict has shown that the more disadvantaged and threatened societal
groups are (or feelto be) by other groups, the more likely they are to use violent means against
their (perceived oppressors. Two main sources of such grievancesre distinguished in this

study: Inequality and repression.

Inequality

Research on the inequalityviolent conflict nexus finds that inequality in the distribution of
resources, power, and rightsis a major risk factor for the application of political violence (Gurr
2000; Stewart 20089. Two major forms of inequality, differing in their impact on the
probability and types of political violence, can be distinguished: Vertical and horizontal
inequalities (Stewart 2008b: 1P While vertical inequality measures howunequal income, land,
and other resourcesare distributed among individuals in society, horizontal inequality refersto

inequalities that exist between different societal groups.

Scholars on armed conflict have been skeptical on whethervertical inequality increases

the risk of rebellion. Most quantitative studies, which commonly rely on the GINI coefficient
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as a measure of interpersonal inequality of income, do not find that vertical in equality
increases the risk of rebellion (Dixon 2009: 71%. This finding is compelling, considered that
rebellion is a group activity and that high income inequality between individuals may
undermine intra-group solidarity, which would make it more difficult to organize rebellion
(Sambanis 2005: 32828. Yet, it may be too early to close the research on vertical inequality
and violent conflict. The existing quantitative studies have suffered fromthe limited quality
and availability of data on income disparities, and they have also not yetinvestigated vertical
inequalities at the sub-state level (Jstby 2013: 21412. Vertical inequalities may also lead to
rebellion in more specific and complex ways than assumed so far.For example, one recent
study finds that vertical inequalities increase the riskonly of one type of rebellion, namely of
(opulard rebellion which is fought by national, classbased, and nonethnic liberation
movements (" AOO OO A OF AltdDdh thé présént study does not investigate such broad
but more narrow identity -based protests,the role of vertical inequalities still is assessed in the
following case stidy analysis. This is because m Nigeria, as in mostcountries of the Global
South, income inequality and awareness about this problem is very high, which makes itikely
that this almost always also influences the formation and strategic choices of protest

movements.

Rebellion research has clearly found that, rather thanvertical inequality, horizontal
inequality is a key risk factor for violent conflict. Such inter-group inequalities can be
differentiated into four main domains (Stewart 2008b: 18 Politics (e.g. unequal access to
political offices and the bureaucracy, discrimination in elections), economic affairs(disparities
in economic assets, employment opportunities, and average income), social concerns
(discrimination in the access to education, health, and other state services), andcultural
regards (discrimination in cultural practices such as religion, language, traditions, and
clothing). In practice, however, discrimination within these domains is often inter-connected

and results from the political dominance of some groups(@stby 2008: 152153.

It has been shown in oth qualitative and quantitative rebellion research that such
horizontal inequalities make conflict escalation probable. Based on detailedcase studiesof
many countries, qualitative research finds that ethnic groups who are collectively
disadvantagedwith regard to their living conditions, political participation, and cultural status
AU OE E C E Afupsoftdn HogRtAidlently for their liberation from oppression (Gurr 2000:
71 Horowitz 1985: 3032 Petersen 2002: 25&57 Sambanis 2005: 321Recently, quantitative
rebellion research confirmed these findings: Focusing on political discrimination at the

executive level and using data that covers all yearssince 1946these studiesconsistently show
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that politically excluded and underrepresented ethnic groups are more likely to wage rebellion
than included groups (Wimmer et al. 2009; Cederman et al. 2010Buhaug et al. 2013 Both
qualitative and quantitative studies also find that risk of rebellion is high if politically
dominant identity groups lose their privileged position (Petersen 2002: 2568Buhaug et al. 2014:
425 Cederman et al. 2010: 16405. Through rebellion, OAT x 1 C Cglohpd éitén seek to

restore their dominance.

The study of these horizontal inequalities adopts a probabilistic formulation and
assumes that group discrimination isa necessarycondition but not a sufficient explanation for
violent inter -group conflicts. In his seminal qualitative study, Gurr (2000: 6595) proposes a
comprehensiveframework of variablesto explain why discriminated identity groups engage in
@thnopolitical action 6 (such asrebellion). His framework encompasses variablesn identity
group characteristics, political opportunities, and processes of mobilization The quantitative
studies similarly contextualize group discrimination by variables that capture available
political and economic opportunities . These studies showthat rebellion is most probable if an
identity group is discriminated in a setting in which rebellion is also feasible because ofstate
weaknessand poverty, and because of therelative group strength, territorial concentration ,
and remote location of the discriminated group (Wimmer et al. 2009: 332 Cederman et al.
2009; Weidmann 2009).

Besidesthese political inequalities, also economic, social, and cultural discrimination
has been shown to matter for conflict escalation. Recent studies usedcomplex measures of
economic inequality (as measured by the gap between the poorest ethnic group and the
national average) andsocio-economic inequality (as measured by disparities in the average
income, household assets, anddvel of education of ethnic groups) Thesesocial and economic
inequalities significantly increase the risk of armed conflict (Buhaug et al. 2014@stby 2008
@stby et al. 2009. Similarly, quantitative research on terrorism concludes that the risk of
domestic terrorist attacks increases ifminority groups in a country are disadvantagedwith
regard to their average income and employment opportunities (Piazza 20)1 Qualitative
studies on terrorism have complemented these findings: People become much moe likely to
form, join, and support terrorist group s and perpetrate attacks (evensuicide bombings) if they
feel that they belong to an oppressed and disadvantaged identity grougKruglanski et al. 2009
Sageman 2008 Assessing cultural discrimination poses challenges of statistical measurement
and conceptual separation from other forms of inequality. Nevertheless, cultural status

socio-economic inequalities, these forms of discrimination are often immediately linked to
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particular identity groups and disadvantage them in their entirety (Langer and Brown 2009.
Typical examples are the nomrecognition of A C OTladdddy® or bans ontheir cultural

practices.

When assessing such horizontal inequalities in the case study analysis three
suggestions from the literature are taken into consideration.Firstly, the quantitative indicators
of inequality (e.g. from the Ethnic Power Relations or Minorities at Risk datasets)give only
rough approximations of the type and extent of inequality. They may even be fundamentally
misleading becausepeople obviously A A O  (pBréeiveditjustices rather than on the basis of
data of which they might not be A x A (Shedvart 2008b: 1B The present study, therefore, uses
a broader set of data tograsp grievancesThis comprisesreports by human rights groups and
think tanks, academic studies,and economic data about the political, socic-economic, and
cultural status of the analyzed identity groups in Nigeria. Secondly, | analyze these identity
groups rather broadly within their political, economic, social, and cultural context. Inequalities
malU AA OUI BOIT T O 1 £ 1 Avdighhcan essily bé& dvérloodEif altdo AdréwA O 6
focus on economic and othermeasuresis taken. This follows Cramer (2003: 404 who argued
that OEEOOT OEAATI 1 U AOOAAI E OBehidd oliséniiieAmaniféstatods®ET 1 O O
inequality are more important, for understanding the consequences of inequality, than those
i AT EEZAAOOAOET TFhaly) Gulr iretidds Gsholraking time seriously (Gurr 2000: 69):
People can feel deprivedand engage in collective actionnot only about losses already suffered,
but also aboutimpending losses the lack of prospects, or rising expectationsHence, the case
study analysisfocuses not only on the past and present but also the likely neafuture scenario

when assessing group discrimination.

Repression

Another typical source of grievances, whichoften drives discontented people and protest

movements into rebellion, is repression. RepressiondenotesOEA OAAOOAI 1T O OEOAA«
PEUOEAAI OATAQEIT O ACAET 00 A OHABXFOBIAGA TTOE 1jG8Q
OPAAEZEA AAOEOEOEAO AT A7T1T O AAI EA EO(D&éAABOAA OI
Inman 2012: 620. Throughout history, states have usedrepression almost as default when

being challenged by citizens and movements. Only democratic regimes have shownrestraint

(Davenport 2007).

The main analytic finding z and problem z is that repression can produce all kinds of
responses by the repressed: It may aggrieve pebpA O1 | OAE OEAO OEAuW AAAEA
may paralyze and discouragghem to the point of abandoning the struggle, and it may have no

effect upon them at all (Lichbach 1987. Analyzing the effects of repression, thus, idar from
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straightforward. Davenport and Inman (2012: 62% conclude that, even after two decades of
scholarly investigation, O 8 know very little about how repressive behavior influences
behavioral challenges from citizens against political authorities, whether protest, violent
attacks, insurCAT AUh T O OT | Whatl conipkclles & &nbi&ié is that repression
typically co-occurs with other government efforts of undermining protest movements, e.g. co-

optation, legitimation (e.g. through counterframing), amnesty offers, and concessions
(Davenport 2007: 9.

Repression affects both the opportunity and motivation for continuing protest, but is
treated here with regard to motivation and is therefore, subsumed under Grievances
Regarding opportunities, svere repression may disrupt the organziational structure of protest
movements and also make it difficult for the adherents to continue protesting. However,
unless repression also effectively discourages protesterhis rarely puts an end to protest and
insurgency. For example, eventhe very widespread and violent repression against the
+ OOAEOOAT 71 OEAOABA 0B BXResisialA AntynHddda did nolead to
the termination of their armed campaigns instead, both £ OT A 1T Db O 0@ EDEA O Ol
neighboring countries and to continue their violent campaigns (Cronin 2009: 128129. Since
rebellion occurs most often in weak states of the Global South some opportunities for protest
movements almost always persist, even amid very violent and large-scale repression.
ConsequentyOEA AEZEFAAO 1T £ OAPOAOGOEIT 11 DPATBPIASO 11 OE
escalation (or non-escalation) than the effect that it takes on opportunities for protest.

To explain the circumstances under which repression sustains and escalates protests
(possibly into rebellion), or de-escalates and puts an end to protest, it is necessy to investigate
the effect of the specific repression most importantly on the activists and the sympahetic
many among the constituency, and it also makes them more radical in their demands and
more violence-promoting in their views. Therefore, the key question with regard to conflict
escalation is whether the repression also encourages movement participation or whether it
discourages it: If repression encourages (discourages) participatiorgonflict escalation is (not)

likely to occur.

Three arguments, which seek toexplain the effect of repression on protestand conflict
escalation, can be found in the literature. Firstly, the target of the repression matters:If the
repression is applied in an arbitrary (indiscriminate) rather than selective way, it sustains
protest movements, helps them enlarge their followership, and ultimately escalates their

protest into rebellion (Della Porta 2013: 67Wiktorowicz 2004b: 70-7). Such indiscriminate
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repression refers to the use of repressive means againgteople who were largely or even
entirely uninvolved in the protest movement®®. Selective represson, in contrast, implies the
targeting of more involved activists and especially the movement (@aders. States often use
arbitrary repression as they assume this to frighten people and discourage them from
the relative risks of participating vis-a-vis non-participating z either way, one can become
victim of repression. This may encourage peopleamong the constituency to join the struggle,
especially since the epression alsoaggrievedthem. In the case of severe repression, joining a
movement that is already armed (or on the verge of arming itself), may even be attractie
because such a protest movement may be able to provide protectionln contrast, if the
repression is applied in a selective way againstommitted members and key protest leaders
only, this discourages the less committed members and the constituency from (further)
participating because such selective repressionlearly signalsthe risks involved in movement
participation and even further increases these risksAt the same time, it guarantees those who
do not participate the absence of any suffering from the repression. In summary, it punishes

participation and rewards non-participation.

Secondly, repression curtails protest if it is preventive, i.e. applied before movements
have mobilized a substantial followership that is highly committed to the cause (Wiktorowicz
2004b: 6870; Cronin 2009: 142. At such an early point of the protest, the activists and the
constituency are not yet committed to the extent of favoring the struggle over abandoning the
protest, especially in light of the heightened risks of repression. In ideational terms, their
commitment to the struggle is not (yet) so high that they would be willing to give up much (or
even their lives) for the cause. In economic terms, they have not yet invested much time and
iTTAU ET O OEA 11 O0AT AT 680 O0600cci Ah O1 OEAEO
lower than those of continuing the struggle in the face of the costs imposed by repression. In
contrast, if repression is applied only after a movement has developed a more complex
organizational structure and won a large and committed group of followers, it is highly likely

O 00600 A Edmmiknit ® thd sirdygle, make them ready to invest more, and aggrieve

them so severely that they are ready to pursue a violent struggle.

% This understands protest participation not as a binary category of participation and nonparticipation,
but as a gradual concept.

? Another reason for the frequency of arbitrary repression,despite its often counterproductive results, is
the fact that organizing selective repression is very costly because it requires highuality information
(Kalyvas 2006: 145 Especially in the context of SubSaharan Africa, most states and serity agencies
simply lack the capacity for applying selective repression against protest movements.

27

001



Finally, legality matters: Repression tends to escalate protest into rebellion if it
transgressesthe rule of law (Della Porta and Diani 2006: 19800; Daxecker and Hess 2033
Arbitrary arrests, detention without trial, and the killing of protesters and bystanders typically
drives protest movements into violence. Such disrespect for the rule of lawsignals to the
activists and the | T OA T Adoiu@ncy that the state is threatening and perpetrating
injustice and that violent means may benecessary and legitimate Moreover, such brutal forms
of repression may move regime supporters to defect and join the opposition.Killing protest
leaders has escalating impacts even if théoss of the leadermay organziationally weaken the
protest movement (at least for some time, see Cronin 2009: 184).* In contrast, arresting
protest leaders and putting them on trial signalsthe OOAOAG O OAODPAA OThigda® OEA C
de-escalate protests and discourage people to join the movement. Such brutal measures,
however, may not lead to conflict escalation if the movement grossly lacks legitimacy and
popularity . In this situation, even means that contravene the rule of law may be considered
widely justified among the public (Cronin 2009: 143144 Parker 2007.%

When analyzing these argumentsin the following case study analysis repression is not
understood as a onesided or even one-time event. Instead, it is treated in its dynamic
interaction s between the government andEOO AEA1 1 AT CA0O8 O3 DPEOAI O 1 £ |
which both sides mutually adapt their behaviors towards the ever increasing justification and
use of violence(Della Porta 2013: 68Garrison 2008 Carey 2009.

2.4. Patronage Politics

Besides feasibility and grievances, the incidence of violence in SuBaharan Africa has also
been linked to the AT T O E tofnpl€& dernance systems and economic interests pertaining
to patronage politics. African politics are based on famal (legal-rational), informal and
personal, and traditional forms of rule (Hydén 2006, Mehler 2004). This has often been
summarized asneopatrimonalism (Bayart 1989, which encompasses two maincomponents:
patronage and legalrational bureaucracy (Erdmann and Engel 2007: 10409:

Neopatrimonialism denotes aform of rule in which power, resources, andloyalty is traded as

% As with many of these theoretical findings, there are also studies that come to different conclusions.
For instance, in their analysis of targeted killings perpetrated by Israel during thelntifada (2000-05),
Hafez and Hatfield (2006) found that these killings neither increased, nor decreased the armed
conflict.

As argued here, vinether or not a protest movement is seen as legitimatedepends in large part on the
success of its framing.
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