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ABSTRACT

Intra-ethnic conflict is not only an important phenomenon in itself but it is also intimately linked to
dynamics of inter-group conflict. Although a growing body of scholarship is increasingly more
aware of the relevance of individual and group-level processes for the explanation of macro-level
outcomes, the lack of systematic comparative assessments of intra-movement fractionalisation has
led to a neglect of one sub-group’s agency in particular: Since a stateless diaspora’s ontological
security depends on the continued existence of a united “homeland”, imported schisms pose an
interesting puzzle: What impact do partisan fractions have on the cohesiveness of stateless
diasporas and what factors condition their behaviour? The study adopts a frame-based relational
approach and deploys a sequential-mixed-methods-design combining Qualitative Social Network
Analysis with Qualitative Comparative Analysis. It relies on data collected through online
ethnography and the consultation of secondary sources. The thesis’ main findings suggest that (a)
diaspora groups rarely display high levels of factionalisation, and (b) that this is conditioned by host
land related constrains and the presence of external incentives provided by transnational advocacy

networks and diaspora governance policies.

This paper won the Global Migration Award delivered by the Global Migration Centre each year to

promote innovative and high quality research on global migration.

Keywords: diaspora, diaspora politics, self-determination movements, contentious politics,

factionalism, statelessness, nationalism
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1. INTRODUCTION

A mind not to be changed by place or time. The mind is its own place, and in itself Can
make a heav'n of hell, a hell of heav'n. (Milton 2000 [1667]: |. 253-255)

The Kurds are said to be “the largest nation in the world without its own independent state” (Gunter
2004, 197). Yet, when a great majority of Iragi Kurds voted in favour of declaring independence
from Iraq in September 2017, the vote was not only opposed by the Iraqi, Iranian, and Turkish
government but also caused tensions between the two main parties within the Kurdistan Region of
Iraq (KRI), the “Kurdistan Democratic Party” (KDP) and the “Patriotic Union of Kurdistan” (PUK).
Concurrently, the fracturing of the Assad regime in Syria was accompanied by the emergence of a
system of local self-governance in Western Kurdistan (hereinafter, Rojava) which tentatively
evaporated the arbitrary boundaries drawn by the Sykes-Picot Agreement of 1916 (Jongerden
2018, 62). However, the establishment of two state-like Kurdish entities sparked a fierce debate
among competing nationalist factions that challenged pan-Kurdish unity and ultimately culminated
in instances of infighting (Gunter 2018, 26). Meanwhile, on the other side of the Mediterranean Sea,
a concert featuring artists from across the four Kurdish regions of Turkey (Northern Kurdistan), Iran
(Eastern Kurdistan), Iraq (Southern Kurdistan), and Syria (Western Kurdistan) brought together
thousands of members of the Kurdish diaspora in the German city of Leverkusen in early January
2020. The aim was not only to show solidarity for Kurds in Rojava suffering from the Turkish
invasion but most importantly to appear as a united front (Dag 2020).’

For a long time, research on civil wars and intra-state conflict was designed in a way that
reinforced unitary actor models of intergroup conflict thereby underestimating the enormous impact
of internal frictions on contentious collective action patterns. A more recent and growing body of
scholarship on rebel fragmentation has found that intra-state conflicts with highly fragmented rebel
movements tend to be more violent and protracted than those with cohesive rebel groups (Bloom
2005; Bakke, Cunningham, and Seymour 2012; Cunningham 2013; Krause 2013/14; Stedman
1997; Wood and Kathman 2015). Yet, despite demonstrating a general willingness to disaggregate
the units of analysis, they still presuppose that insurgent groups and their members are first and
foremost interested in pursuing their own, mostly material, interests whereas identity and ideology
as variables are looked at primarily in instrumentalist terms.

This is partly due to a widespread elite-centric bias in the study of (ethno)nationalism, and

partly because insurgent groups immediately operating in the conflict zone have attracted most

1 For analytical purposes, | will, at times, resort to essentialising terms such as “diaspora”, “nation”, and
“‘movement”. They should, however, ontologically speaking best be understood as “categories of practice” or
allegorical manifestations of the very discursive topologies | intend to dismantle. The conceptual controverses
surrounding these terminologies will be elaborated more thoroughly in chapter 4.
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attention. The lack of a systematic comparative assessment of intra-movement fractionalisation
processes has continuously painted incomplete pictures neglecting one sub-group’s agency in
particular: Since diaspora organisations can raise funds to finance continuing warfare, advocate
the cause vis-a-vis their respective governments, and provide recruits, they represent powerful
potential allies (Brinkerhoff 2008, 68). Yet, as illustrated by the example of the Kurdish diaspora, in
contrast to nationalist factions who typically define their strategic goals in ways that accommodate
the everyday needs of their respective constituency, a conflict-generated, stateless diaspora’s
collective identity is intimately linked to the primordial idea of an independent, single political entity
or “homeland”. Imported schisms within the diaspora thus pose a particularly interesting puzzle
which raises the following two questions: What impact do deepening partisan fractions have on the
dynamics of (factionalised) fragmentation and cohesion of stateless diasporas and what factors
condition their behaviour?

The thesis seeks to tackle these questions by (a) mapping and classifying the
physiognomy of five (formerly) stateless diasporas in the wake of interfactional conflict — namely,
the Southern Sudanese, Kurdish, Palestinian, Tamil, and Kosovo Albanian community in the
United States (US), Canada, Germany, Chile, and the United Kingdom (UK) and by (b) exploring
potential conjunctural paths to their emergence. In so doing this study adds to the state of the art in
four important ways:

Firstly, looking at self-determination movements that have achieved a certain degree of
internal and external sovereignty while still lacking de jure recognition (i.e. de facto states) allows
us to conceive of them as governmental entities rather than conglomerates of opportunistic rebels
thereby overcoming the prevailing violent-actor bias. Secondly, by making diaspora organisations
its primary unit of analysis it sheds light on how governance is exercised at the margins, and links
debates within the peace and conflict, social movement, development, and migration literature
which hitherto have failed to consider the nexus between movement factionalisation and diaspora
mobilisation. Lastly, a theoretically and methodologically innovative template for the study of intra-
group conflict was developed in the form of a frame-based relational approach to group
fragmentation which combines “Qualitative Social Network Analysis” (QSNA) with “Qualitative
Comparative Analysis” (QCA).

The thesis is structured as follows: Chapter 2 provides an overview of pertinent debates on
the influence of politically active diasporas on conflict dynamics on the ground within the peace
and conflict, development, and migration literature and links these debates to insights gained from
studies on rebel fragmentation. Chapter 3 introduces a frame-based relational approach to
movement and diaspora fragmentation and outlines its socio-material conditions. Chapter 4 then
proceeds to sketch out the sequential mixed methods design that was developed to combine
QSNA and QCA. In chapter 5, the findings of the QSNA will be presented individually before

overarching themes and their potential theoretical implications for the specific modalities of the
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QCA are discussed. In the following sixth chapter the findings of the bivariate and multivariate
analysis of the set theoretic relationship between the seven conditions and factionalised diaspora
fragmentation and non-partisan cohesion will be presented. The thesis concludes with a
summarising note on the cases along with a discussion on the implications of these findings for

future research.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

According to the United Nations Refugee Agency’s (UNHCR) latest “Global Trends” report, the
number of forcibly displaced persons has almost doubled over the course of the last 20 years
(UNHCR 2019) and transnational communities have undoubtedly been recognised as an
increasingly important actor in world politics (Adamson and Demetriou 2007). These developments
have led some scholars to argue that diasporas “are the exemplary communities of the [post-Cold
War era’s] transnational moment” (Tétolian 1991, 4). The rise of virtual, (imagined) communities
(Appadurai 1995), i.e., groups that have repeatedly been forced to de- and reterritorialise,
paradoxically coincides with a resurgence of ethno-nationalist, intra-state conflicts (Sutherland
2011). The following two sections provide an overview of pertinent, partly contradictory, debates on
the influence of politically active diasporas on conflict dynamics on the ground within the peace
and conflict, development, and migration literature. Section 2.2. links these debates to insights
gained from more recent studies on movement fragmentation and intra-group conflict which
hitherto have failed to consider the nexus between movement fragmentation and diaspora

mobilisation.

2.1. Diaspora Involvement in Homeland Conflicts

For a long time, “diaspora transnationalism” was theorised from a sociological and anthropological
point of view. International Relations (IR) scholarship on the impact of diaspora mobilisation on
peace and conflict dynamics goes back to the early 2000s, when terror attacks in Washington
(2001), Madrid (2004), and London (2005) accelerated the political and academic securitisation of
transnational diaspora politics (see, for instance, Adamson 2006; Byman et al. 2001; Sageman
2004). So-called “homegrown terrorists” were perceived to constitute a threat to the security of
their country of residence and were thus subjected to several securitisation practices (Toivanen
and Baser 2020, 48).Concurrently with rising concerns over diaspora extremism and radicalisation,
conflict scholars became preoccupied with the detrimental role of diasporas in ethnonationalist civil
wars.

Ethnonationalism was considered to be a distinguishing feature of both new waves of civil

conflict and of mass forced migration in the post-Cold war era (Cederman et al. 2011; Martin 2013).
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In her seminal book on “New and Old Wars”, Mary Kaldor (1999) accuses diasporic “long-distance
nationalists” of being driving forces behind the “New Wars” preluding to a new body of scholarship
focusing on the role of diasporas in ethnonationalist intrastate conflict (see for instance, Baser and
Swain 2008; Brinkerhoff 2006; Demmers 2002, 2007; Koinova 2011; Lyons 2004, 2007;
@stergaard-Nielsen 2006). 2 Likewise, Byman et al. (2001) suggest that a plethora of non-state
entities have replaced the financial and material support for insurgency by superpowers since the
end of the Cold War.

As part of their influential work on “Greed and Grievance in Civil War”, Paul Collier and
Anke Hoeffler (2000, 2004), taking the proportion of migrant communities residing in the US as a
proxy of the size of diasporas, found statistical evidence for a correlation between diaspora’s size
and the incidence of civil wars in their respective countries of origin. According to Collier and
Hoeffler’s report, diasporas can mobilise more financial resources than local actors which are then
potentially being channelled to insurgent and terrorist groups (Collier and Hoeffler 2004, 575).
Cederman et al. (2008) further showed that the risk of violent conflict is particularly high when
marginalised ethnic groups have external kin in adjacent states. Especially, stateless diasporas
generated by conflict are said to be likely to remain involved with “homeland” affairs for the
duration of the ethnonationalist struggle and beyond, due to “a trauma of displacement and a myth
of return” (Koinova 2011, 334; Sheffer 2003). Basing their collective identity on a sense of historic
victimhood, members of the diaspora might find the prospect of reconciliation daunting and
therefore respond to mediation attempts with accusations that those who seek compromise are
“traitors to the cause” (Demmers 2002; Martin 2013, 18).

In a similar vein, Anderson (1998, 74) frames “long-distance nationalism” as “serious
politics that is radically unaccountable”. In practice, diasporas “may nurse grievances as a form of
asserting continued belonging” (Collier 2000, 14) by maintaining transnational “networks of
violence” (Adamson 2005), acting as spoilers (Lyon 2006), lobbying and fund-raising for armed
factions (Collier 2000), and by recruiting fighters in their countries of settlement (Koinova 2009).
Demmers (2007) argues that this dynamic is shaped by co-ethnic group formation processes in
exile as well as by the availability of political opportunity structures in the host countries. However,
Collier and colleagues’ work has also provoked much criticism (cf. Zunzer 2004; Pirkkalainen and
Abdile 2009). They do not investigate the processes and causal mechanisms behind diaspora
engagement (Adamson 2013, 65) and since they rely on indicators of diaspora members residing

in the US only, the external validity of their study is questionable. Moreover, negative claims about

2 The term “long-distance nationalist” was coined by Benedict Anderson (1998) and refers to ethnonational groups
residing outside territories adjacent to what that they perceive as their ancestral home. Its meaning will here be
broadened to also include diasporic groups and individuals who promote a civic form of nationalism (i.e., one that
defines nationhood in terms of a shared political rather than ethnic identity).
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the role of diasporas often fail to take the heterogeneity of diasporas into account and demonstrate
a clear bias towards extremists and radicalised individuals (Mohamoud 2005a).

To counterbalance the prevailing view that diasporas are exceptionally conflict-prone actors,
others highlight their importance for peace-making, conflict resolution (Hall 2008; Smith and Stares
2007), peace-building processes (Baser and Swain 2008; Cochrane, Baser, and Swain 2009;
Mohamoud 2005b) and development (Brinkerhoff 2008). Leaning towards a positive rather than
negative conceptualisation of peace, these authors show that diaspora engagement ranges from
remittance sending and knowledge transfer (Hoehne et al. 2010) to institution-building (Craven
2018) and local volunteering (Darieva 2017) and portray them as “agents of change” (Carment and
Calleja 2018, 1271).

The simplistic notions that diasporas either perform the role of “peacemakers” or
“troublemakers” was challenged by the combined findings of several scholars published in a
collective volume edited by Hazel Smith and Paul Stares (2007) which delivered ample empirical
evidence that the diaspora’s involvement in “homeland” conflict reconciliation or perpetuation
varies from case to case, and overall, does not follow predetermined patterns. Hence, the triadic
relationship between the diaspora, its “homeland”, and the country of residence as well as its
underlying conditions, mechanisms, and processes need to be deeply scrutinised. In this regard,
Adamson (2013, 65) rightly points out that the tendency to treat diasporas as unitary actors and
independent variables has prevented us from understanding the “intervening processes of political
mobilization” and advocates instead for the division of the study of diaspora-conflict involvement
into two stages in which the mobilised diaspora is first treated as a dependent and subsequently as
an independent variable — a procedure the mixed-method design at hand roughly follows albeit
from a slightly different angle (see chapter 4).

A related problem is that both favourable and critical readings of diaspora activism tend to
be based on the premise that diasporas and their “homeland” societies neatly match, and thus
there remains a substantial need for empirically grounded research on a lower level of aggregation.
Although a number of scholars have contributed in recent years to developing a theoretical
framework to make sense of the complex relationship between diaspora, country of residence, the
“‘homeland”, and the conflict in the “homeland”, they have hardly ever looked beyond the “master-
cleavage” (Kalyvas 2003) and therefore fail to theorise and/or examine the diaspora’s response to
intra-movement conflicts. For example, in her study on conflict autonomisation, Féron (2017) does
treat the diaspora as a dependent variable when exploring how “cold conflicts” in the “homeland”

might be imported into the country of residence to then be reinvented and adapted to the
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respective diasporic realities and yet, her analysis prioritises inter- over intra-group conflicts (see
also McMahon and Chow-White 2011).

As Gade et al. (2019a) point out, little attention has been given so far to the exact
physiognomy and horizontal order of diaspora-movement and diaspora-diaspora alliances, that is,
whom a group decides to cooperate with. Existing research on diaspora organisations has mainly
been undertaken in the form of largely descriptive, single case studies, at the expense of cross-
case comparative analyses suitable for theory development. Specifically, the current state of the
art lacks a systematic specification of the criteria that are likely to condition the impact of
fragmentation processes within the self-determination movement on individual groups within the
diaspora. This thesis aims to address this gap by exploring different conjunctural paths to the
emergence of specific forms of diaspora fragmentation and cohesion in the wake of interfactional

conflicts.

2.2. Movement Fragmentation and Factionalised Contention

It is commonly held that in situations of inter-group conflict, perceptions of external threats to
identity are likely to make the ingroup identity more salient, decrease perceived ingroup variability,
instil a heightened sense of kinship, and ergo enhance the potential for mobilisation vis-a-vis an
external other (Gleditsch 2007). This seems to be particularly important in the context of separatist
movements whose main cause of action is to appear as and ultimately establish a unified political
entity. Following this logic, dominant approaches in the study of intergroup violence tended to treat
groups as unitary actors (e.g., Collier and Hoeffler 2004; Fearon 1995; Horowitz 1985; Walter
1997).

Conversely, examining the dynamics of a plethora of civil wars, Pischedda (2018, 2020)
finds that insurgent groups who share the same ethnic background are particularly prone to intra-
group conflict, as they see co-ethnic groups as both potential competitors and as opportunities for
growth as they can expect to absorb their defeated rivals’ resources. One of the most commonly
mentioned causal mechanisms behind cycles of radicalisation as a consequence of ethno-political
competition is ethnic or sectarian outbidding where parties adopt increasingly more extreme
positions as a means to demonstrate strength and marginalise more moderate parties (Chandra
2005, 235; Horowitz 1985; Rabushka and Shepsle 1971). It is thus not surprising that studies on
rebel fragmentation have repeatedly found that intra-state conflicts with highly fragmented rebel
movements tend to be more violent and protracted than those with cohesive rebel groups - in

particular with regards to the use of violence against civilians (Bloom 2005; Bakke, Cunningham,

3 The issue of “imported conflicts” has also been addressed by, inter alia, Skrbis (1999) and McMahon and Chow-
White (2011).
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and Seymour 2012; Cunningham 2013; Krause 2013/14; Stedman 1997; Wood and Kathman
2015).

Linking this to questions about the effectiveness of non-violent versus violent tactics,
scholars in the field of competitive violence theory propose that actors will use violence to outbid
other nationalists (Bloom 2004), to gain recognition vis-a-vis an opponent, their constituency or the
international community, and to challenge hegemonic factions (Bakke, Cunningham, and Seymour
2012; Krause 2017; Lawrence 2010, 101; Riegl and Dobos 2017; Schlichte and Schneckener 2016,
416; Staniland 2014). Especially splinter groups that have broken away from larger organisations
are said to be more prone to violence and likely to spoil peace processes (Tarrow 1998; Hogan
and Walker 1989; Stedman 1997). Consequently, intra-ethnic conflict is not only an important
subject in its own right but it is also intimately linked to dynamics of inter-group conflict. In this light,
understanding why movements split and determining the correlates of these splits is paramount.

Infighting has been identified as a common feature of most insurgencies (Gade, Hafez, and
Gabbay 2019b). Studies addressing the conundrum of interfactional violence are located at the
macro (structure), meso (groups and sub-groups), and micro (individual members) level of analysis.
Scholarship on group and individual mobilisation and defection, has long focused on macro-level
factors such as opportunity structures (Collier, Hoeffler, and Rohner 2009; Pischedda 2018), state
repression (Asal, Brown, and Dalton 2012; McLauchlin and Peariman 2012), sponsorship
(Salehyan 2010), concession (Seymour, Bakke, and Cunningham 2016) and weakness (Lichbach
1995), battlefield outcomes (Woldemariam 2014), (inclusiveness of) peace agreements
(Cunningham et al. 2012; Plank 2017), the availability of natural resources (Fjelde and Nilsson
2012), and finally geographic conditions or external military support (Granzow, Hasenclever, and
Sandig 2010, 113) when explaining meso-level fractionalisation processes and their consequences.

Among those who have scrutinised internal group dynamics, Staniland (2014) finds that
weak pre-war ties among movement leaders lead to less robust organisations and McLauchlin and
Pearlman (2012) demonstrate that the relative impact of state repression varies depending on how
satisfied the group members are with the internal distribution of power. By the same token, using
evidence from the Palestinian and Algerian anticolonial movements, Peter Krause (2017) argues
that movements which are dominated by a hegemonic faction are less likely to experience
internecine violence than non-hegemonic ones. Lastly, some scholars view interfactional violence
as “a tool wielded instrumentally by subgroup entrepreneurs to cement the overturning of previous
lines of solidarity” which can be deployed even in the absence of pre-existing cleavages (Warren
and Troy 2015, 487; see also Caspersen 2008).

Moving away from explaining why rebel fragmentation occurs in the first place, several
meso-level oriented studies look at dyads and the rationale behind a group’s decision to cooperate
with a particular group actor. The literature on alliance formation has argued that insurgent groups

merely cooperate in order to improve their performances (Lichbach 1995), form minimal winning
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coalitions (Christia 2012), or to establish joint control mechanisms in order to minimise operational
costs (Akcinaroglu 2012). Despite demonstrating a general willingness to disaggregate the units of
analysis, they still presuppose that groups and individuals alike are rationally calculating, goal-
maximising entities that will mainly want to join forces with those organisations that are most likely
to help them achieve their goals, while identity and ideology as a variable are only of secondary
interest.

This is partly because insurgent groups immediately operating in the conflict zone have
attracted most attention and the lack of a systematic, comparative assessment of intra-movement
fractionalisation processes has continuously painted incomplete pictures neglecting one sub-
group’s agency in particular, Since diaspora organisations can raise funds to finance continuing
warfare, advocate the cause vis-a-vis their respective governments, and provide recruits, they can
be important allies (Brinkerhoff 2008, 68; see previous section). Yet, diasporic groups and
individuals are considered to be motivated by ideational and symbolic factors, rather than by the
prospect of maintaining or gaining access to resources as they do not live in the conflict zone
anymore and are generally in a more privileged financial position (Collier 2000, 4).

While purely instrumentalist perspectives on mobilisation (individual-level) and alliance
formation (group-level) may thus account for strategic cooperation among insurgent groups
immediately operating in a violent conflict setting, they can hardly be expected to be applicable to
mobilisation dynamics within diasporic communities. Irrespective of whether the need to actively
express one’s national identity derives from a feeling of marginalisation in their country of
settlement, the mere possibility that it will be lost without continued expression, or an increased
threat on the ground (Brinkerhoff 2008, 77), group cohesion and an adherence to the primordial
idea of an independent, single political entity or a “Homeland” is crucial for maintaining a
diaspora’s ontological security and serves as an important focal point for mobilisation in the
country of residence (Lyons 2007, 542). Imported schisms within the diaspora thus pose a
particularly interesting puzzle which until now has not been investigated.

A defining feature of several of the aforementioned studies is that they primarily look at
violent actors and reduce intra-group conflict to the occurrence of physical, interfactional violence.
Drawing from the social movement, collective action, and contentious politics literature, this thesis
acknowledges that the range of behaviours composing the process of contestation is broad, and
violent actions must not be regarded as sui generis phenomena but should be understood as part
of broader political struggle (Tilly 1986, 2003; Tarrow 2015; for a detailed discussion see section
3.2). For this reason, a broad spectrum of (ethno)nationalist and diaspora organisations are
examined including those that have resorted to violence when confronting factional rivals and/or
third-party violence, those that have been subjected to factional and/or third-party violence, and
organisations that have neither used violent means nor have been targets of violence imposed by

co-ethnic factions or a third-party.
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Looking at ethnonational movements that have reached a certain degree of internal and
external sovereignty while still lacking de jure recognition (i.e. de facto states) allows us to
conceive of them as governmental entities rather than conglomerates of opportunistic rebels
thereby overcoming the bias towards military rivalry. Importantly, neither individual members of the
ethnonational movement/diaspora nor the diaspora/ethnonational movement as a collective entity
but formal organisations claiming to represent ethnic groups and are politically active form the
primary unit of analysis. As such they can be meaningfully studied from an organisational theory
and behaviour perspective (Asal, Brown, and Dalton 2012, 98).

Compared to purely instrumentalist readings of the behavioural aspects of conflict
dynamics, social network theory considers salient organisational features such as political,
religious, or tactical orientation to be significant factors shaping network structures and could, in
addition to the influence of structural factors, prove to provide valuable insights into the rationale
behind alliance formation. Building on Steven Zech and Michael Gabbay’s (2016) agenda for using
SNA to investigate the correlates of group fragmentation, recent scholarly works have begun to
pay increased attention to the impact of social ties and organisational structure on group behaviour
(see for example, Gade et al. 2019 a; Gade, Hafez, and Gabbay 2019b, Gartenstein-Ross et al.
2019). While this is a rather new development, there is a broad interdisciplinary and sociological
literature on the impact of social structures on group behaviour and interaction (see, inter alia,
reviews in Centola and Macy 2007, and Siegel 2009). By generating a conceptual framework
which allows to represent and analyse cooperative and confrontational relationships between
violent and non-violent organisations within fragmented movements in generalisable terms, a
largely inductive network approach can bring systematised precision as well as new insights to the

study of inter-organisational relations.

3. THEORETICAL AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

Much of the literature on rebel fragmentation builds on Cunningham et al’s (2012, 266)
understanding of movement cohesion as occurring along three dimensions: (1) the number of
organisations, (2) the degree to which they are institutionalised, and (3) the distribution of power
among them. However, counting the number of pertinent actors within a movement and assessing
their relative power says little about the actual level of intra-group contention because it fails to
take the nature of interorganisational relations into account and presupposes that fractions are
necessarily indicative of intra-group conflict. Conversely, as will be shown in chapter 5, relations
between organisations and even between factions can be both cooperative and confrontational. It
is thus crucial to examine the qualitative attributes of interorganisational ties; especially, as this
allows us to distinguish factionalisation patterns that mirror those of their respective movements

from those caused by alternative sources of friction. Considering this, section 3.1 of this chapter
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introduces a frame-based relational approach to movement and diaspora fragmentation which
treats the relative salience and prevalence of universal-ethnonational/non-partisan and partisan (A)
identity, (B) action, and (C) conflict frames as well as (D) resource and migration flows and (E) joint
campaigning as proxies for the cohesive or fragmented nature of diaspora-movement and
diaspora-diaspora interactions (see figure 1). Section 3.2 then outlines the socio-material

conditions of diaspora fragmentation and cohesion (see figure 2).

3.1. Who am | and if so, how many? A frame-based Relational Approach to Movement and

Diaspora Fragmentation

Although the theoretical pedigree of collective identity can be traced back to the canonical work of
classical sociologists such as Emile Durkheim or Karl Marx, the concept fully entered the social
movements literature as an early recognition of the importance of sense-making in shaping
movements and their action repertoires in the 1980s. Alberto Melucci (1980, 1988), writing at a
time when class-based movements were in decline and “new social movements” (e.g., peace,
environmental, and feminist movements) spread across Europe, developed one of the most
influential theories of collective identity in social movements. Moving away from materialist notions
of social change as implicitly expressed in both resource mobilisation theory and political process
perspectives as well as in structuralist theories of social change, he argued that identity rather than
class consciousness is the driving force behind collective mobilisation (Flesher Fominaya 2010,
394).4

David Snow (2001, para. 13, 14) distinguishes three prominent perspectives on the
formation and substance of collective identities: (1) primordialism, (2) social structuralism, and (3)
social constructionism. According to Snow, both the primordialist and the structuralist view

essentialise identities:

“From the primordialist point of view, the defining characteristic is typically an
ascriptive attribute, such as race, gender, or sexual orientation, or sometimes a
deep, underlying psychological or personality disposition. From a structuralist
perspective, the critical characteristic is typically a kind of master social category
implying structural commonality, such as social class, ethnicity, or nationality; a
set of relational ties or networks suggesting structural connectedness; or a

mixture of both [...].”

Proponents of the “resource mobilisation theory” such as John McCarthy and Mayer Zald (1977) or Alfred Cuzan
(1990, 402) target the puzzle that although grievances are ubiquitous, “revolution is rare” arguing that contentious
collective action has more to do “with resources, organization, strategy, and opportunities than with generalized
discontent”.
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Both variants of the essentialist argument have been vigorously criticised, and “constructivist
gestures” (Brubaker and Cooper 2000, 3) now dominate most discussions of (collective) identity.
Constructivists view collective identity as a “process” that defies singular, homogeneous, and static
identity frameworks (Melucci 1995, 1996; Anderson 1983). Emphasis is placed on the construction
and maintenance of “a shared status or relation, which may be imagined rather than experienced
directly” (Polletta and Jasper 2001, 285) through series of symbolic interactions within a network of
actors. Neither fully subscribing to a constructivist's agent-centred nor a materialist’s structuralist
perspective, | intend to incorporate a structural dimension from an interactionist perspective as will
be explicated in section 3.2.

The very fabric of a community and its constituent parts constantly undergo a process of
creation and re-creation through the dissemination and (re)interpretation of action and identity
frames (Goffman 1963, 1974). Sociopsychological and sociolinguistic research has shown that
language in general, and narratives in particular, serve as sense-making devices relating
conceptions of stable selfhood to the past, the present, and the future thereby providing ontological
securities and biographical continuities (Hase 2021, 3). In other words, storytelling allows the
audience to place a set of propositions in causal relation to each other about which they can
subsequently form a normatively grounded opinion. Narratives come in various shapes and may
deal with historical or contemporary figures or events and can take a variety of literary forms.
However, since collective identities and particularly those that are linked to the ethnonationalist
master frame depend on the sustained maintenance of a collective memory, only those events
which fit in the overall narrative, will become acceptable analogies capable of mobilising action.
Narratives are therefore best understood as verbal representations (White 1987) which serve as
interpretive and performative tools alike. A movement and diaspora’s collective identity should then
be regarded as being constituted by the totality of collective action and identity frames propagated
by individual and group actors which in return are made up of selectively invoked narratives.’

As a “semiotic bricolage” (Schwalbe and Mason-Schrock 1996; cited in Snow 2001, para.
17), repeated symbolic interactions serve as boundary markers aimed at distinguishing in-group
from out-group members. This so-called process of “othering” is widely held to foster a heightened
sense of collective identity among group members. In the context of ethno-nationalist movements,
ethno-nationalist frames reify the idea of the existence of (quasi-)primordial groups that, to use
Max Weber’s (1968, 389) definition, “entertain a subjective belief in their common descent because
of similarities of physical type or of custom or both, or because of the memories of colonization and
migration [...]” and that claim to be the “rightful owners” of a perceived historic land (see also Smith

1991). Similarly, diasporas generated by ethnonational conflict combine national and ethnic identity

5 For an extensive discussion of the difference between narratives and frames as well as their analysis, see Olsen
2014 and Aukes, Bontje, and Slinger 2020.
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frames which often reflect visions of a “homeland” linked to a specific point in time when they left
their country of origin (Shain 2002; Sheffer 2003). According to Safran (1991), as quoted in Martin
(2013, 6), diasporic identity frames with an ethnonational, homogenising outlook are further
characterised by narratives pertaining to the preservation of a “collective memory, vision, or myth
about their original homeland”, the “wish to survive as a distinct community [...] by maintaining and
transmitting a cultural and/or religious heritage derived from their ancestral home”, shared
experiences of trauma and expulsion, and “a sense of alienation from their host country”.

As Saunders (2008) as well as Tucker (2013) have argued though, collective identity
operates differently within and across groups and it is crucial not to conflate movement and group-
level. Just like individual participants within a movement, diaspora organisations identify with
different diasporic imaginaries with varying degrees of commitment and for a myriad of reasons
(Demmers 2007).° Likewise, “boundary work” is going on as much between the movement and the
parent-state as it is taking place between sub-groups (Flesher Fominaya 2010, 395). For example,
while one sub-group may repeatedly declare the parent state to be their primary adversary and
consider the success of the movement as a whole to be their ultimate goal, other sub-groups may
be more concerned with preventing their co-ethnic competitors from making gains and therefore
fuel ideological or tactical divisions.

Following Brubaker’s call to “think of diaspora not in substantialist terms as a bounded
entity, but rather as an idiom, a stance, a claim” (2005, 12), the envisioned study moves away
from static essentialist categories and recognises the need to unpack the categories of allegedly
monolithic ethnonational groups and their diasporas by looking at the networks of individual
actors that constitute them, and by paying attention to the heterogeneity of factions within the
diaspora and their relational ties (Koinova 2017). This is in line with Elizabeth Mavroudi’s (2007,
464) understanding of diasporas as being neither entirely “nomadic/fluid (unbounded)” or
“homeland-centred/ethnic-religious (bounded)” and permits to analyse the reciprocal creation and
selective invocation of collective identity, action, and conflict frames based around constructions of
“sameness” and the “homeland”, as well as partisan deviations thereof. For analytical purposes, |
will therefore distinguish between (A) universal-ethnonational and (B) partisan identity, action, and

conflict frames.

6 Only those organisations that pro-actively claim to represent (fractions of) a conflict-generated diaspora will be
considered. The mere fact that a group of people shares an objectively similar experience of forced displacement
is not sufficient. Importantly, the study’s primary unit of analysis are diaspora organisations and not individual
members of the community.
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Figure 1 A frame-based relational Approach to Movement and Diaspora Fragmentation —

Defining Outcomes
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As stated at the beginning of this chapter, and as will be further elaborated in the thesis’
methodology section, “alliance” and “oppositional” structures on an aggregate (i.e., movement
level) will not be assessed based on the frequency of recurrent interactions only but on the
salience and directionality of each of the two types of frames. This is, because, “the difference
between a pure coalition, driven by instrumental principles [...] and a movement network is given
by identity playing a key role in boundary definition” (Diani 2003: 17). Notwithstanding,
organisational identity is constructed at the crossroads of narrative and social interaction. Frame
analysis combined with exploratory SNA, captures the significance of socio-material structures as
constituted by material and ideational interaction patterns and the interrelationships therein and
provides a visual image of a movement’s networked physiognomy on an aggregated level. Two
forms of interaction will be considered: resource and migration flows as well as joint campaigning.
Resource and migration flows can include the provision of financial and material support but also
the exchange of human capital (e.g., technical expertise, humanitarian personnel, or military
recruits) (Adamson 2013, 72). Joint campaigning may include, among other things, the joint

organisation of fundraising events, protest marches, or submission of petitions.

3.2. The Socio-material Conditions of Factionalised Diaspora Fragmentation

Identity frames do not exist in a vacuum and several organisational studies highlight that their
exact shape as well as other manifestations of organisational behaviour is determined by the

socio-material structures a group finds itself surrounded by and vice versa (Aldrich 2007; Asal,
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Brown, and Dalton 2012; Craven 2020, 2). The relation between the constraining character of
socio-material structures and an actor’s ability to affect them has inter alia been addressed from
network perspectives which put the “micro-macro link” at the centre of their attention and view
social structure as aggregates of the group actors’ traits (Emirbayer 1997; Diani and McAdam
2003; White 1992).

Figure 2 The Socio-material Conditions of Factionalised Diaspora Fragmentation

Transnational

Material Structures

External Dynamics of Diaspora Internal
(Country of Origin) Fragmentation and (Country of Residence)
Cohesion

Transnational

Building on such theorising, the thesis seeks to question the assumption that dynamics of
diaspora-movement interactions are solely determined by either the agential power of (diaspora)
groups asserted from below or top-down structural constraints. Moreover, diaspora mobilisation is
influenced by belonging to multiple places (Craven 2020). The emergence of specific frames is
significantly shaped by organisational characteristics as well as their complex entanglement in
specific structures of three distinct socio-material spaces: the “homeland”, the country of residence,
and the transnational arena (see figure 3). In what follows, a plethora of structural and agential
factors that might influence a diaspora’s attitude and behaviour towards competing partisan

factions is discussed.

3.2.1 Conditions: Diaspora Physiognomy & the Country of Residence

The concept of conflict “deterritorialisation” and “reterritorialisation” was put forward by Gilles

Deleuze and Felix Guattari (1987) and refers to the process by which certain narratives are being
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reframed to fit into the new sociopolitical context diasporas find themselves when arriving in their
respective countries of residence (Voytiv 2020). While diaspora organisations seek to foster a
sustained engagement towards their “homeland”, their actions are also impacted by the social,
political, and economic conditions of their country of residence (Féron 2017; Toivanen and Baser
2020). Furthermore, understanding diasporas as mainly ethnonationalistic entities, disguises the
ways in which they create social alliances beyond the ethnic bond depending on religious, political,
class, and generational differences.

Generational differences: The relative emphasis groups and individuals within the diaspora
place on the “homeland” culture is shaped by generational difference with younger generations
being more likely to have a stronger connection to the country of origin and older generations
typically identifying more with their host country (Brinkerhoff 2008; Butler 2001). “Homeland”
narratives serve as sense-making devices relating conceptions of stable selfhood to the past, the
present and the future thereby providing ontological security. While a fair share of the diaspora has
been living abroad for decades, is fully integrated and therefore irresponsive to the primordial
identity frames described above, these individuals are generally less likely to engage in the
secessionist struggle than those who only partly identify with the country of residence because of
marginalisation and exclusion. Yet, when it comes to the import of factionalism, one can assume
that diaspora groups made up of first-generation immigrants are still more susceptive to schism on
the ground than second and third-generation immigrants who mostly have hybrid identities and
whose ontological security heavily depends on imaginations of a unified political entity in general,
and a cohesive diaspora in particular (Alinia and Eliassi 2014).

Pre-existing Homophily: Ideological proximity has been found to be a crucial determinant
of alliance composition within fragmented civil wars (Gade et al. 2019a) as it can be assumed that
“agreement within those [ideological, SIC] issue areas facilitates cooperation among rebel factions”.
There is evidence that homophily between units with similar ideological and social dispositions
plays an important role in the initiation of collaborative interactions between sub-groups (Gabbay
2008). In terms of network structure, it can be expected that groups cluster according to diverging
ideological identities — in this case, religious and political orientations. With regards to diaspora-
movement interactions, this would mean that ideologically uniform diasporas are less likely to
respond to intra-group conflict in a partisan way than those who are already clustered according to
religious or political affinities since these clusters could easily be activated by single movement
factions.

Distribution of Power: The distribution of power in a movement will typically be assessed by
looking at the network from a core-periphery perspective. It can be expected that centralised
movements marked by a web of strong cooperative ties around a small number of powerful groups
or a single group, will allow them to repel partisan infiltration that could trigger spirals of

fragmentation (Krause 2017; Zech and Gabbay 2019, 232;). Following this logic, non-hegemonic
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diasporas are therefore more susceptible to fragmentation than those dominated by a hegemonic

group.

3.2.2 Conditions: Movement Physiognomy & the Homeland

Diaspora Governance Policies: Diaspora governance is “a practice of sending-state power based
on the twin processes of selective deterritorialization and reterritorialization of national citizenship”
(Dickinson 2017, 4). It is practiced through “homeland” governmental bodies and may encompass
a broad variety of initiatives aimed at diaspora engagement such as heritage tourism campaigns,
direct investment schemes, external voting rights, or the establishment of staffed and funded
national-level diaspora institutions (see stergaard-Nielsen 2003; Baubdck and Faist 2009;
Gamlen 2014). The motivation and strategy of sub-groups to reach out to diaspora groups differ
from movement-level policies and institutions, and often rely on informal arrangements of diaspora
engagement (Alonso and Mylonas 2017). As shown by Brinkerhoff's (2017) study of the Coptic
Orthodox Church’s decentralised policies vis-a-vis the Egyptian diaspora, such informal
arrangements often prove to be more successful than attempts made by governmental institutions
of the de facto state. Hence, it can be assumed that the less institutionalised a de facto state’s
diaspora policies the higher the chance that single movement parties will mobilise the diaspora
along factional lines.

Level of Repression by an External Adversary: It has widely been shown that repression
and (effective) counterinsurgency campaigns by the parental state can increase the probability of
movement fragmentation (Balser 1997; Staniland 2014; Seymour, Bakke, and Cunningham 2016).
By contrast, the shared experience of violence constitutes a core element of a diaspora’s collective
identity which means that the severity of inter-group conflict in the past is likely to be positively
correlated with a diaspora’s present resilience towards fragmentation.

Source of Intra-group Conflict (Tactical - Ideological): Intra-group conflict can have its roots
in a variety of ideological, strategic, and tactical disagreements. Disagreement over the use of
violent and non-violent means in response to state repression, for instance, significantly
exacerbates the propensity of organisational schisms on the ground (Asal, Brown, and Dalton
2012, 101) but can be expected to have a less significant effect on the diaspora than the
propensity of divergent ideological orientations among its sub-groups. This is because goals are at
the core of an organisation’s identity and ergo, more difficult to modify (Rao, Morrill, and Zald 2013,
239).
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3.2.3 Conditions: The Transnational Arena

Besides the “host” and “homeland” context, diaspora organisations also mobilise as transnational
actors by engaging in cross-border activities towards co-ethnic diaspora communities that have
settled elsewhere (Toivanen and Baser 2020, 50) thereby creating transnational spaces which
Faist (1998, 40) defines as “the combinations of social and symbolic ties, positions in networks and
organizations that can be found in at least two geographically and internationally distinct places”.
Hence, “durable linkages across borders provide structural constraints and opportunities for
diasporas to mobilise upon” (Koinova 2017, 8).

Level of Integration into Transnational Advocacy Networks: Margaret E. Keck and Kathryn
Sikkink’s (1998) famous “Boomerang Pattern” describes how Non-governmental Organisations
(NGOs) located in areas of limited statehood turn to internationally active NGOs to gain leverage
against their government to address human rights violations in their own countries. Given that
diaspora organisations are often located in cosmopolitan cities where they have an easier access
to transnational advocacy networks than local NGOs they function as important gatekeepers
(Adamson and Koinova 2013; Adamson 2013, 72). Strong coalitions between local, international,
and diaspora NGOs then might exercise pressure on the de facto state as well as partisan sub-
groups within the diaspora to overcome internal cleavages and can therefore be considered to be

conductive to diaspora as well as movement cohesion.

4. METHODS & METHODOLOGICAL POSITIONING

The study combines “Qualitative Social Network Analysis” (QSNA) and “Qualitative Comparative
Analysis” (QCA) in a sequential mixed methods design and loosely builds on the work of Yamasaki
and Spreitzer (2006) and Manuel Fischer (2011) who, to my knowledge, were among the first to
systematically advance this particular research design. In contrast to most mono-method designs,
such an approach allows us to treat “data from different levels of analysis in an elegant way”
(Fischer 2011, 30) thereby linking meso-level outcomes to macro-level conditions and vice versa.
In a first step, an explorative SNA will be used to describe and subsequently classify diaspora-
,movement networks at the structural level, which are then compared by using QCA in order to
detect the conditions and combination of conditions that lead to the specific network structures
observed in phase |. In other words, the second, consecutive phase is separate, but not

independent from the first one (see figure 3).
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Figure 3 Outline: Conjunctural Path

X Trigger: Factionalised Movement Divisions

____________________________________________________

Z Necessary and Sufficient Conditions: Socio-
material Structures and Organisational Features
(theoretically-grounded)

v

Y Outcome: Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion (empirically-grounded)

4.1. Research Paradigm & Onto-epistemological Positioning

With its focus on the discursive manifestation of fractionalisation, the research presented here has
been conducted following a predominantly qualitative research paradigm with a critical realist
epistemology. Like most constructivist approaches, critical realism considers social phenomena as
being concept dependent and in need of interpretive understanding. Reality is conceived as an
“open system” (Bhaskar 1979) wherein observable events or processes are not caused by a static
set of fixed variables but a series of complex mechanisms. Hence, unlike interpretivists, critical
realists do not rule out causal inferences (Zachariadis, Scott, and Barrett 2010, 4). Instead, they
subscribe to the idea of complex causality understood in terms of equifinality (i.e. multiple
conditions can produce an outcome), conjunctural causation (i.e. an outcome depends on the
presence of a combination of conditions), and asymmetry (i.e. the absence and presence of an
outcome are distinct phenomena and need to be analysed separately) (Schneider and Wagemann
2012, 8). Charles Ragin’s (1987) QCA is particularly suitable for analysing social complexity, as it
acknowledges the contingency of social phenomena whilst allowing for an exploration of
associative patterns (Byrne 2005) which is why Gerrits and Verweij (2013) put forward “critical
realism as a meta-framework” for QCA.

Another important characteristic of critical realism is that it is not bound to a single
methodology but endorses a plethora of methods which should be chosen depending on the
research question. Being partly empirically-grounded and partly guided by theoretical
considerations the study at hand seeks to reconcile the “Tale of Two Cultures” (Goertz and
Mahoney 2012) in a largely abductive manner. The way in which both the QSNA and the QCA wiill
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be conducted is meant to constitute a middle-path between variable- and case-oriented methods.
In this sense, this thesis presents itself as an “inherently mixed’ study, in which the same data
source provides both quantitative and qualitative information” (Yousefi Nooraie et al. 2020, 111;

see also Bazeley 2012).

4.2. Case Selection & Scope Conditions

Since QCA combines cross-case comparison and within-case analysis, gaining in-depth case
knowledge forms an integral part of the research process hence why the total number of cases is
limited to five: South Sudan, Kurdistan, Palestine, Tamil Eelam, and Kosovo. The case selection
was determined by theoretical considerations, the author’s familiarity with the regional and
historical context as well as the availability and accessibility of data. Theoretically, the thesis’
scope is limited to transnationally active, conflict-generated diasporas linked to separatist
movements which have achieved a certain degree of de facto, in the case of South Sudan de jure
statehood, and have experienced intra-group fractionalisation where more than one nationalist
vision competes over the allegiance of various diaspora organisations; as such, it resonates with
middle-range theorising.

Furthermore, the reliance on online ethnographic data required that more recently active self-
determination movements were chosen. Due to language constraints, only those movements were
picked whose diaspora’s media outlets are primarily publishing information in English, German,
French, or Spanish. In order to be able to unequivocally assign a value to country of residence
related conditions (Type B conditions), the thesis focuses on diaspora organisations based in the
same country of residence with the exception of South Sudan where | collected data on Southern
Sudanese migrant communities residing in Canada and the US due to the fact that their Type B
conditions are identical and their ties are intractably linked.

I am explicitly looking at diaspora communities located abroad, i.e., not in neighbouring
countries. Although forcefully displaced people are most likely to seek shelter somewhere close to
their “homeland”, the realities they face as refugees in a border camp setting necessitates, that the
kind of institutionalised network of diaspora activists this thesis is concerned with will hardly ever
be established; ergo, the effects of factionalism on refugees settling in adjacent states is
presumably fundamentally different and should therefore be examined separately.

With regards to the time frame, the envisioned study deals with dynamics which occur after
independence was proclaimed or a referendum of independence was announced; this is, because
previous studies have found that large-scale diasporic mobilisation for secessionism in the form of
transnational coalitions building emerges only after independence has been declared irrespective
of differences in the type of secessionist conflicts or diaspora characteristics (Koinova 2011). In so

doing, it focuses on episodes of the self-determination movements when according to the literature
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incentives for interfactional competition can be expected to be particularly high (e.g., shortly before
independence referenda are held, interim agreements are to be signed as well as during peace
negotiations, or the first post-independence elections).” It is important to keep in mind that | do not
seek to explain variations in the degree of fragmentation within a single case (diaspora) over time
which would have necessitated to make use of within-case comparisons using longitudinal data but
rather to understand what conditions explain a diaspora’s relative resilience to intra-movement
fractionalisation over time by looking at cross-sectional data. Intragroup conflict should be
conceived of as a process rather than an event; hence why the networks drawn as part of the
QSNA do not represent specific network configurations at a single point in time but rather a

relational mapping of observed trends during the observation period.

4.3. Operationalisation and Measurement

4.3.1. Qualitative Social Network Analysis

Social Network Analysis (SNA) tools are commonly used to describe the structural properties of
social relations to then draw conclusions about how specific network configurations relate to the
dependent variable. Conversely, Qualitative Social Network Analysis (QSNA) will here be used to
operationalise different types of diaspora network configurations which then define the outcomes |
subsequently wish to explain by conducting the QCA.

A social network is typically composed of nodes and ties between nodal dyads. Although
various methods of data collection have been developed by scholars deploying SNA, most of them
focus on computational ways of data collection and on identifying quantifiable relational properties
such as intensity, frequency, and strength (Heath, Fuller, and Johnston 2009, 645). Yet, the
analysis of order-generating interaction patterns does not necessarily have to be formalised in
computational models nor should it solely rely on quantitative observations. Quite to the contrary,
the aggregation of relational information allows researchers to draw conclusions about a network’s
topology but pays little attention to the qualitative attributes of the ties in question. Portraying
movements as the sum or density of dyadic relations between its groups bears the risk of
underestimating the relative importance of qualitative differences between these ties.

Due to formal SNA’s presumed disregard for the contextualised nature of social relations,
qualitatively oriented scholars, have generally been hesitant to adopt a network lens and steps
towards mixed-methods in network research have rarely moved beyond basic data-triangulation
(Bellotti 2016, 199). However, since the 1990s, several scholars influenced inter alia by the work of
Harrison White and Charles Tilly, have shifted their attention towards specific discursive formations

and identity frames when analysing network configurations. Qualitative, exploratory mapping is

7 Better known within the social movement and path dependence literature as “critical junctures” or “transforma-tive
events”, these episodes “have the capacity [...] to change diaspora mobilisation trajectories” (Koinova 2017, 3).
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well equipped to enhance our understanding of the interdependence of relationships and
distribution of agency within a set of actors (Schneider 2012, 140; Gade et al. 2019a, 2079). The
analytical tools drawn on here are SNA and framing analysis as each of them touches upon
different movement characteristics: the former sheds light on the relational, organisational, and
structural features while the latter provides a means to unveil the substance of these relations by
paying attention to their identity and ideology-related attributes (Tucker 2013). Based on these

methodological premises, | will now outline the different steps involved in conducting a QSNA.

Data Collection and Coding

In a first step, a comprehensive but by no means exhaustive list of significant nodes was made.
Knoke and Yang (2008) distinguish between “realist’” and “nominal”’ strategies of drawing a
network’s boundary. Realist strategies rely on the identification of boundaries by the nodes
themselves whereas in a nominal approach the researcher is the one to define them based on an
a priori conceptual framework (ibid.). The boundaries of the five networks of interest were largely
determined in a nominal way. The visibility of relevant actors at the group level was facilitated by
the fact that intra-group competition forces them to publicly declare their primary targets of
contentious action (conflict frame), strategic goals (action frame), and organisational identity
(identity frame) (Zech and Gabbay 2016, 215).

It is worth noting that the sample is not meant to capture a random selection of members of
the diaspora and thus is not representative of the diaspora community as a whole. In order to trace
“the processes that produce diasporic practices, rather than assume its condition exists a priori”
(Samers 2003, 353), only those civil society organisations (CSOs) and foreign organisational
branches of the respective ethnonational political parties were included that are politically active
(Abramson 2013, 665).2 This is because, as has been elaborated in the theory section, passive
members can potentially be activated, but are irrelevant for the purpose of this study as long as
they do not actively engage in the actualisation of collective identities through practice and
boundary work.

Contrary to most system-level examinations of insurgent networks which adopt a
transnational analytical perspective by looking at ties between organisations fighting for different
causes across various conflict settings (Zech and Gabbay 2016), the thesis’ interest in factional
politics warrants that only sub-groups belonging to the same movement will be included in the
QSNA. Each of the five ethnonational movements were thus treated as an independent case.

A first selection of diaspora groups was made, and their qualities were noted. They were

initially examined using the following three categories: (A) Identity framing (Diaspora) [non-partisan

8 Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) include nongovernmental Organisations (NGOs), professional associations as
well as faith-based, human rights, and charity organisations that are mobilsing towards their homeland.
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— partisan], (B) Collective Action Framing [non-partisan — partisan], and (C) Conflict Framing [non-
partisan — partisan]. Frame analysis is a well-established tool in social movement research and
was deployed to detect an organisation’s dominant collective action, identity, and conflict frame. A
frame can be understood as a sense making device that “condenses the ‘world out there’ by
selectively punctuating and encoding objects, situations, events, experiences and sequences of
actions within one’s present or past environments” (Snow and Benford 1992, 137). Qualitative text
analysis techniques can reveal seemingly insignificant but ultimately still important frame-relevant
information that would be missed by text mining tools (David et al. 2011, 331) and while the frames
under scrutiny were predetermined, the list of examples that served as indicators for a specific

frame were determined iteratively and are listed in the Coding Protocol in Appendix A.°

Figure 4 Network Nodes and Ties
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Since diaspora organisations acting as transnational actors typically form part of “virtual
communities” which constitute the “discursive, and material grounds on which memory, history,
and imaginaries can find their [...] representation, and negotiation” (Witteborn 2019, 180; see also,
Demmers 2002; Koinova 2009), qualitative textual analysis of a diaspora organisation’s website,

social media accounts as well as official press releases and statements was employed to derive a

By using a predefined set of frames, | followed a slightly more regulated coding procedure than originally pro-
posed by Erving Goffman (1974) in his initial, purely interpretivist formulation of frame analysis in order to
increase intercoder reliability.
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set of said keywords. In addition to that, | also consulted secondary sources if relevant and
available. A saturation sampling technique was chosen, terminating the sampling process once no
new information was uncovered for a specific category of frames. The exact sample size organised
by case and organisation as well as additional information on each observation can be found in the
Coding Protocol in Appendix A.

For purposes of expressing the outcome in set-theoretic terms, all indicators were
transformed into categorical variables such that if a group’s membership in that category was
identified in the text under examination, the text was coded as 1 for that variable, and 0 otherwise.
For each of the three categories (i.e. identity, conflict, and action frames), every single group was
assigned to a single dominant frame (i.e. non-partisan or partisan). The coding scheme for the
analysis was designed to provide standardised guidelines for the interpretation of information
across cases and can also be found in Appendix A."

In a second step, a snowball strategy was used to identify the groups a particular group
interacts with and the different types of behavioural ties were defined and evaluated. Separate ties
were used to assess each category of intergroup interactions. An affiliation between two groups
and/or factions does not require them to officially announce their alignment (direct tie). Matching
collective identity, conflict, or action frames can signal an ideological or tactical alignment, and with
regards to resource and migration flows as well as joint campaigning an operational one (indirect
tie). If a group has multiple organisational affiliations across different factions or no (significant)
affiliations, it was coded as non-factional. The open-source SNA software “SOCNETV” was used

to visualise ties between organisations.

4.3.2. Fuzzy-set Qualitative Comparative Analysis

In this thesis, a Fuzzy-set qualitative comparative analysis (Fs/QCA) approach was applied since
the case knowledge gained through the QSNA provides sufficient qualitative data to account for
the fine-grained differences among cases. Fuzzy-sets are well-suited for the study of complex
social systems such as the one under investigation because unlike crisp-set theory, fuzzy set logic
allows intermediate membership degrees, which enables the researcher to deal with the
contingency and ambiguity of qualitative attributes which are expected to be the result of complex
causal chains (Fischer 2011, 31 Ragin 2000).

QCA offers a way to systematically compare differences and similarities across cases and
aims at explaining how a certain outcome is produced by a combination of conditions. As such, it is
set-theoretic in nature and allows to detect specific combinations of necessary and/or sufficient
socio-material and organisational conditions that are associated with a specific network structure,

that is, the types of diaspora-movement and diaspora-diaspora interaction patterns and issue-

10 In addition to the three nodal characteristics visualised as part of the QSNA, further information on each organi-
sation was gathered during the coding process in order to evaluate the QCA conditions explicated in section 4.3.2.
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framings identified through the QSNA. This way, expectations of equifinality and asymmetry, or the
possibility that multiple combinations of conditions may be associated with the outcome of interest
(cohesive dynamics) and its negation (fractionalised dynamics) can be accommodated.

It is important to note, that the inferences that can be made from a Fs/QCA do not prove a
causal relationship but reveal patterns of associations (Schneider and Wagemann 2010, 412).
Given that the number of cases under study is below the recommended benchmark of a minimum
sample size of 12 cases for small-N QCAs (Greckhamer, Misangyi, and Fiss 2013, 57), its
application in the study at hand clearly suffers from the problem of “many variables, small number
of cases” (Lijphart 1971, 685). For this reason, QCA is used here to formalise cross-case
comparisons in a way that facilitates a constant dialogue between theory and evidence through
abductive, exploratory reasoning and to assess whether the selected conditions provide inferential
leverage without following the conventional truth-table procedure (more on this below). It is
explicitly aimed at theory-building, not testing.

Regarding the operationalisation, calibration, and measurement of the conditions of interest,
| largely followed the steps recommend by Carsten Schneider and Claudius Wagemann (2012),
and Patrick Mello (2021) in their respective handbooks. In a first step, seven conditions were
conceptualised according to the theoretical considerations outlined in chapter 3.2. Since the
number of logically possible configurations increases exponentially with each selected condition, |
tried to keep the number of conditions as low as possible without oversimplifying the potential
conjunctural chain. Secondly, the criteria for assessing a case’s membership in a five-value fuzzy-
set through the transformation of raw data into fuzzy scores was defined and subsequently
allocated to a set-membership score ranging from “fully in” (1) over “more in than out” (0.7),
“neither in nor out’(0.5), “more out than in” (0.3) to “fully out” (0) (see table 1). Fs/QCA is based on
a Boolean logic and relies on calibrated measures; ergo, an observation’s fuzzy membership score
does not represent a probability but a truth value (Ragin 2008). Thanks to the small number of
cases under investigation, it was possible to calibrate the raw data manually based on the
substantive case knowledge gained from the QSNA as well as the theoretical considerations
outlined in chapter 3.
Table 1 Operationalisation and Calibration of QSNA Conditions

Condition Operationalisation Calibration &

Anchor Points

A1 Generational 2./3 Generation Immigrants: Individuals born in the
differences country of residence whose parents and/or 0 Predom. 2./3. Generation
grandparents were foreign-born 0.3
0.5 Mixed
0.7
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1. Generation Immigrants: Foreign-born individuals

whose parents were also foreign-born

Predom. 1. Generation

A2  Pre-existing Pluralistic Network _ Structures:  Dispersed
Homophily among interaction patterns between subgroups with 0 Pluralistic network
Diaspora Groups diverging political and sectarian orientations structures:
0.3
0.5 Mixed
0.7
Homophile Network Structures: Sub-groups cluster 1 Homophile network
according to ideological proximities (sectarian and structure
political orientation)
A3 Distribution of Hegemonic: A cluster of strong cooperative ties 0 Hegemonic
Power (Diaspora): around a small number of diaspora groups or a (.3
single group 0.5 Mixed
0.7
Dispersed: Equal dispersion of cooperative ties 1 Dispersed
among diaspora groups
B1 Diaspora Institutionalised: Established staffed and funded 0 Institutionalised
Governance national-level diaspora institutions which engage in 0.3
Policies at least one of the following activities: heritage 0.5 Mixed
(Movement) tourism carr'1paigns, direct investment schemes, or (0.7
external voting campaigns 1 Sporadic
Sporadic: Bilateral ad-hoc cooperation between
single diaspora and movement sub-groups
B2 Level of Violent High: Repeated Experience of Violent Counter 0 High
Repression by Insurgencies by external adversary 0.3
External 0.5 Mixed
Adversary:. 0.7
(Movement) Low: No Experience of Violent Counter 1 Low
Insurgencies by external adversary, e.g., parent
state is inacctive
B3  Source of Intra- Means
goup  Conflct - Seteslemnaton twowgh feceraem,
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(Tactical- - Use of violent vs non-violent means 0.3

Ideological) 0.5 Mixed
Ideological: 07

Religious vs Secular orientation
Conservative vs Progressive orientation
Communist vs Capitalist orientation

(Movement):
1 Ideological

C Level of Insular: No or_only very few, and predominantly 0 Highly Integrated
Integration into short-term cooperative ties 0.3
Transnational 0.5
Highly _integrated: Presence of transnational 07
Advocacy ) . ) )
diaspora organisations with established 1 Insular
Networks L .
cooperative ties to International Non-governmental
(Movement):

Organisations and/or International Organisational

Thirdly, two different Fs/QCA approaches were used to analyse the “bivariate” and
“‘multivariate” set theoretical relationships between condition/combination of conditions and an
outcome in terms of necessity and sufficiency which are defined as follows: “a condition X is
necessary () for an outcome Y if X is also given whenever Y is given (i.e., Y implies X; Y is a
subset of X). X is sufficient (!) for Y if Y also occurs whenever X occurs (i.e., X implies Y; also, X is
a subset of Y)” (Thomann and Maggetti 2020: 360).

Bivariate relationships are analysed by testing individual conditions for their necessity
and/or sufficiency. Together, the three parameters of fit consistency, coverage, and relevance of
necessity (RoN) were considered when testing for necessity. Consistency assesses the extent to
which membership in a condition/conjunctural path is always associated with a particular outcome
(i.e. is a subset of the outcome). Coverage reports the proportion of the outcome set that is
consistently explained by a condition/combination of conditions (Ragin 2008).

The truth table construction forms an integral part of most QCA studies and serves to identify
multivariate relationships representing configurations of conditions that are jointly sufficient for an
outcome to occur. The truth table rows contain all logically possible combinations; the occurrence
and non-occurrence of the respective outcome are listed in two separate columns. The main
objective of the truth table procedure is to minimise the number of configurations which explain the
presence and absence of the outcome through the application of Boolean minimisation algorithms
(Soda and Furnari 2012: 288; Ragin 2000: 204). Unfortunately, truth table analysis treats any

combination of causal conditions as equally important whether they are empirically relevant or not,
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and since fully saturated truth tables are very difficult to obtain, often several logically possible
configurations will show no empirical instances (Soda and Furnari 2012: 288; Thomann and
Maggetti 2020: 357).

This problem of “limited diversity” is particularly salient for small-N studies. The reason for
running an algorithm such as the Quine—-McCluskey algorithm (Ragin 1987) is to determine and
subsequently eliminate redundant conjuncts. However, given that this study deals with only five
cases, it can be assumed that the number of “logical remainders” (i.e. logically possible
configurations of causal elements without empirical instances) will be so high that hardly any
logical minimisation is possible, and the paths identified would mostly only cover one case each
(Schneider and Wagemann 2012)."

Although methods have been developed to systematically explore logical remainders, | agree
with those critiques who argue that such simulations violate constitutive features of empirical QCA
studies as no immediate case knowledge is involved in the analysis of counterfactuals (Ragin
2014). Hence, a truth table analysis using conventional procedures cannot be applied to produce
solution formulas that explain the sufficiency of the outcomes. Whether the observed associations
should be interpreted as causal relations, will therefore only be discussed based on the insights
derived from the QSNA as well as theoretical considerations in a way that contributes to theory
building through the systematic advancement of potential models whose external validity needs to
be tested in future large-N studies.

4.4. Limitations and Ethical Concerns

Some of the caveats of each individual method have already been elaborated in the previous two
sections hence why this section will first and foremost delve into ethical concern directly linked to
mixed-methods designs and pragmatic research that are not necessarily unique to this study. | will
also address some endogeneity related issues.

Given the complexities of operationalising, and conducting mixed-methods research (MMR),
Preissle et al. (2015: 146) rightly point out, that the lack of transparency about the research
process, aggravated by a conflicting nomenclature, may become problematic. In order to achieve
terminological consistency, a comprehensive list of acronyms and abbreviations was made, and
key concepts and their operationalisation were introduced in the paper and defined in more detail
in the coding schemes and protocols in the appendices. Moreover, acknowledging the
situatedness of the researcher means that transparency through the use of reflexive practices

should be part of any mixed methods study. | kept a research diary in which | documented

1 A conjunct (i.e., a condition that forms part of a combination of conditions) is redundant “when two conjunctions
share the outcome and all conjuncts except one. In this setting, the conjunct that varies across the two
conjunctions is redundant and the two conjuncts are simplified to one that only displays all invariant conjuncts”
(Rohlfing 2016, 2076).
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decisions throughout the research so that | could continuously reflect on my practices and engage
in self-criticism.

The so-called “new ethics” form an integral part of critical pragmatism. They demand that the
research should improve socio-economic justice, promote positive peace, and is based on a
reciprocal relationship with the researched community (Brewer 2016: 3). As time and financial
constraints made it impossible to complement the desk and online ethnographic research with data
collected from collaborative, participatory research, the study at hand fails to engage in a “dialogue
of equals” with the respective diaspora communities.

Moreover, it is paramount to remember that the selected organisations only represent one
specific, highly politicised sub-group of diasporic individuals who migrated from the Global South to
the Global North; as such it constitutes an important phenomenon in its own right but the
conclusions we can draw from looking at North-South dynamics do not necessarily apply to
instances of (often temporary) displacement within the same region. Lastly, given that the study
treats diaspora groups as its primary unit of analysis, individual motivations and decision-making
rationales are not considered. To avoid reducing diasporic realities to the interorganisational
relations studied here, future studies should conduct microanalyses of diasporic factionalisation
processes.

Due to the reliance on a mid-N number of cases and the need for in-depth knowledge of each
case, QCA is fairly data-intensive. Balancing in-depth case knowledge with making generalisations
about when an observation conforms to the theoretically relevant expectations indicating set-
membership, can at times feel like a bad compromise; at the same time, however, it allowed me to
deal with endogeneity related problems typically associated with theory-based quantitative

research.

5. FINDINGS I: MAPPING THE DYNAMICS OF DIASPORA FRAGMENTATION AND
COHESION IN LIGHT OF INTRA-GROUP CONFLICT

In the following section the findings of the QSNA will be presented individually before | move on to
discuss overarching themes and their potential theoretical implications for the specific modalities of
the QCA. For each case, a brief summary of the general characteristics of the movement and its
divisions and the diaspora and its divisions (or lack thereof) is followed by a description of the

observed network structure and a presentation of a couple of illustrative examples.
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5.1. South Sudan
“When elephants fight, it is the grass that suffers.”"?
(South Sudan Women United 2014)

In January 2011, nearly four million Southern Sudanese went to the polls and voted almost
unanimously in favour of independence and secession from the Republic of Sudan (Belloni 2011:
411). The right to self-determination had been enshrined in the “Comprehensive Peace
Agreement” (CPA) which formally ended Sudan’s Second Civil War between the predominantly
Arab-Muslim North and the Christian South in 2005 and reaffirmed the right of the Southern
population to hold a referendum of independence after an interim period of six years (Troco 2018:
66). Yet, the euphoria of the victory soon subsided in the face of an outbreak of inter-ethnic
violence in 2013 which was spurred by a dispute between the then president of South Sudan,
Salva Kiir, and his vice president Riek Machar.

The QSNA captures Diaspora-Movement Dynamics following the 2011 referendum up to
the negotiations of the “Agreement on the Resolution of Conflict in the Republic of South Sudan”
(ARCSS) in 2015 and its aftermath focusing in particular on reactions to the outbreak of
interfactional violence in 2013." This period was chosen because it saw an escalation of intra-
group conflict (Zambakari 2013: 41) and due to the fact that there is only little data on political

violence that occurred in the region between 2005 and 2009.

5.1.1. Movement Physiognomy

It was never set in stone that self-determination would necessarily have to take the form of full
secession. In fact, the CPA stipulated that a “Government of National Unity”, predicated on a close
cooperation between the “National Congress Party” (NCP) and the “Sudan People’s Liberation
Movement” (SPLM), ought to be created (Belloni 2011: 411). Initially, John Garang, the figurehead
of the Southern self-determination movement, promoted unity in his philosophy of a “New Sudan”.
Yet, after his death in July 2005, the “New Sudan” ideology gradually lost its appeal and the long-
standing division within the ruling SPLM between those who believed that Garang’s vision of a
united, but secularised and democratised Sudanese state could eventually be realised and those
who favoured secession resurfaced (ibid.). Debates about federalism and self-rule have shaped

the political struggle between different factions in South Sudan ever since.

12 South Sudan Women United, “Women, Children and Elderly are the Victims. Pamphlet.”
https://www.facebook.com/SSWUNITED/photos/a.391692957634320/393222354148047/, (Last accessed: 20
May 2021).

3 The ARCSS was signed on 17 August 2015 in Addis Ababa by representatives of the “Sudan People’s Liberation
Movement-In-Government” (SPLM-IG) and “SPLM-In-Opposition” (SPLM-10), and was meant to bring an end to
the violence that had broken out in 2013, following allegations of an attempted coup d’état.
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In a report published by the Overseas Development Institute and edited by Schomerus and
Aalen (2011: 10-12), the authors identify ethnicity, on the one hand, and conflict over land and
access to resources on the other hand, as the driving forces behind South Sudan’s intra-
movement divisions and often also behind interfactional violence. South Sudan is ethnically
diverse, and several instances of violence seem to have their roots in the rivalry between ethnic
groups; especially between the country’s biggest ethnic groups the Dinka and Nuer people (ibid.:
16). The 2013 conflict was triggered by Riek Machar’s alleged plans to oust Salva Kiir as leader of
the SPLM and his subsequent suspension from the cabinet. Kiir was supported by the Dinka
people who have held control of the government since the end of the civil war, while most Nuer
joined Machar who subsequently founded the SPLM-In Opposition (SPLM-IO). Other important
challengers include the “South Sudan Democratic Movement” (SSDM) led by David Yau Yau of the
Murle nationality in the Jonglei State of the Greater Upper Nile Province, “SPLM for Democratic
Change” (SPLM-DC) founded by former Foreign Minister Lam Akol, “South Sudan Liberation
Army” (SSLA), and the “National United Front” (NUF) (Wassara 2015: 635; Quarcoo 2019: para. 5).
In addition to that intra-ethnic tensions arouse after the death of John Garang who represented
Dinka Bor and its predecessor Salva Kiir who belongs to the Dinka Bar El-Ghazal. Since then,
Dinka Bor have been weary of the possible involvement of Dinka Bar EI-Ghazal in Garang’s death.

When it comes to the distribution of land, traditional leaders and chiefs continue to be the
main actors in the instigation of local conflicts (Schomerus and Aalen 2016: 14). The two main
antagonists here are (nomadic) cattle-herder and sedentary agricultural communities — especially
so between the Lou Nuer and the Murle in the Jonglei State (Shulika and Okeke-Uzodike 2013: 4).
Changes related to control of resources have an impact on tribal relations because groups that feel

that they have been unfairly treated may invoke their tribal identity.

Table 2 Overview of Pertinent Partisan Frames — South Sudan
Identity frames Conflict Frames Action Frames
Ethnic Divisions Dinka vs Nuer Tribal grievances United Sudan (Dinka)
(Inter): Nuer vs Murle, Access to resources vs independence
Murle vs Dinka Bor equitable distribution of power (Nour)

corruption and dysfunctional

Ethnic Divisions Dinka Bahr el Ghazal vs Dinka Bor governmental apparatus centralised vs
(Intra): decentralised state
Political SPLM-IO vs SPLM-IG

Divisions: South Sudan Democratic Movement

(SSDM; David Yau Yau)
South Sudan Liberation Army
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(SSLA);

National United Front (NUF)
SPLM for Democratic Change
(SPLM-DC); FDP/SSAF (Federal
Democratic Party/South Sudan
Armed Forces)
SSPM/A (South Sudan Patriotic
Movement/Army)
SSLM/A (South Sudan Liberation
Movement/Army)
SSNMC (South Sudan National
Movement for Change)
SSUM/A (South Sudan United
Movement/Army)

NAS (National Salvation Front)
NDM (National Democratic
Movement)

UDRA (United Democratic
Republican Alliance)

PDM (People’s Democratic

Movement)

Increasingly, therefore, people argue that their particular tribe or local community should have its
own “county”, “payam” or “boma” and demands for a federal system have been put forward as a
counter narrative to the “One nation, one people” slogan propagated by the SPLM-led government
(ibid.: 18)." Critically, after 2011 the Southern government began to enforce loyalty to the nation
through the establishment of a centralised unitary system despite the popular demand for the
adoption of a decentralised federal system (Kindersley 2012; Kuol 2020: 7). While the “SPLM-In
Opposition” (SPLM-10) supported the adoption of a federal system, the Dinka-dominated “SPLM-In
Government” (SPLM-IG) turned their demands down which caused communities in the Equatorian

region to feel particularly excluded (Kuol 2020: 8).

14 Payams and Bomas are administrative units which are often reflective of the number of ethnic groups or tribes in a
region.
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5.1.2. Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion

The first (1955-1972) and second civil war (1982-2005) between the northern and southern part of
Sudan have produced one of the largest populations of displaced people in the world. According to
the UN Agency on Refugees (UNHCR 2020), currently 2.2 million South Sudanese refugees reside
outside of the country with the majority of those fleeing South Sudan seeking asylum in
neighbouring countries. Most of these settlements are temporary and thus of little interest for this
study. Instead, this case’s sample is comprised of diaspora organisations which are located in
Canada and the US as this is where South Sudan’s largest and most established diaspora
community resides."

On an aggregate level, the diaspora displays mostly non-partisan interaction patterns (see
table 3 and figure 5). Except for two organisations which show strong regional affiliations (i.e.
Equatorian) and one incident of inter-organisational conflict in December 2013 between the anti-
governmental “Alliance for South Sudanese in Diaspora” and the widely non-partisan “South
Sudanese Community in Alexandria”, most sub-groups stress the need to seek “unity in diversity”
and urge the various factions to resolve their conflicts peacefully. Notwithstanding, the “Equatoria
South Sudanese Community Association, USA” and its Canadian branch have repeatedly invited
strong opponents of Kiir to speak at their events and conferences such as Joseph B. Bakasoro,
Governor of Western Equatoria and a leading figure within the South Sudan National Movement
for Change, in 2016 (ESSCA-Canada 2016). Likewise, the “Global Partnership for Peace: I'm
South Sudan” accused “the government, under the leadership of President Salva Kiir, a Dinka by
tribe” of turning “the country into a blood pool through tribal policies aiming at ridding South Sudan
of its non-Dinka ethnicities [...]"."® Although, according to Gale (2011: 4), there are more than 30
different tribes from Sudan in Maine alone, they rarely form official organisations and usually unite
under umbrella groups so that there is only a very small potential for the import of tribal rivalries.
While acknowledging and to some extent embodying factional tensions, most actors express their
belief in the possibility of a united South Sudanese nation, and the most salient conflict frames
typically refer to disunity and tribalistic rivalries as one of the biggest threats to peace and stability
in South Sudan. Diversity is celebrated as a strength rather than a weakness and is often
mentioned as one of South Sudan’s key identity markers. Accordingly, the diaspora holds on to the
idea of a form of civic nationalism based on the principles of ethnic pluralism and a decentralised

form of governance.

15 According to the Embassy of the Republic of South Sudan in Washington DC about 80,000 Southern
Sudanese nationals are estimated to live in the US and Canada. See
https://www.southsudanembassyusa.org/embassys-mission/ [accessed 22 May 2021].

16 Exemplary quotes and their sources are listed in the Coding Protocol in Appendix A.
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Table 3 Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion - South Sudan

Identity  Conflict  Action Direct Matching Resource Joint
frames Frames Frames Alignment  Frames and campaigning
Migration
Flows
Movement-
Level
Aggregate: 0.3* 0.3* 0* 0* 0.3* N/A [0.19] 0*
Dynamics of
Fragmentation
and Cohesion:
0.3*

* Rounded to the nearest fuzzy-set threshold

0=non-partisan cohesion; 1=factionalised fragmentation

When Salva Kiir and the SPLM-IG are criticised, then usually not in a way that would suggest that
the organisation in question is aligning itself with the SPLM-IO or any other of the aforementioned
opposition parties but rather that their position has been heavily influenced by the institutional
landscape of their respective country of residence. The United States Institute of Peace (USIP), a
Washington based, government-funded institution “devoted to the nonviolent prevention and
mitigation of deadly conflict abroad”, for instance, serves as a central junction point for the South
Sudanese community in North America. It has organised several workshops, the USIP Sudanese
and South Sudanese Youth Leaders Program and a series of teleconferences “on Designing a
Peacebuilding Dialogue” aimed at strengthening the diaspora’s ability to promote mediation and
conflict reconciliation back home.'”

Several external actors involved in humanitarian work on the ground seem to have a vested
interest in nurturing organisations with a strong feminist profile. As a result, “South Sudan Woman
United” managed to catch the attention of and subsequently build strong ties with important
international actors such as UN Women, Médecins Sans Frontiéres (MSF), or the United States
Agency for International Development (USAID). Consequently, the international donors’ demands
for more inclusivity and gender equality tended to have a greater effect on organisational identity

and action frames than the partisan quarrels in their “homeland”.

For more information see: https://www.usip.org/ [accessed 19 May 2021].
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Figure 5 Qualitative Mapping of Diaspora Organisations and Affiliates - South Sudan

Strength of Association (Direct — Indirect)
% Partisan Diaspora Organisation

® Non-partisan Diaspora Organisation
External Actor

While every single organisation’s primary identity frame revolved around their Southern Sudanese
origin, they also made use of Christian or Ubuntu vocabulary and imagery thereby showcasing an
almost syncretic approach to nation-building." As can be inferred from the network visualisation in
figure 5, local US-American and Canadian, Episcopal or Roman Catholic congregations played an
important role in fostering biblically-inspired narratives of peace and forgiveness as well as in
sponsoring charity or cultural events on a communal level. Moreover, the frame analysis revealed
that several of the organisations seem to perceive of themselves as working in a longstanding
tradition of non-violent resistance as they frequently quote Nelson Mandela, Mahatma Gandhi, or
Martin Luther King when condemning interfactional violence. In sum, civic nationalist, liberal
internationalist, and more universalist ethical belief systems (i.e., Christian, Ubuntu, or pacifist

ideals) have worked in concert to produce a plethora of potent, non-partisan counter narratives.

18 Ubuntu has its roots in humanist African philosophy and promotes a relational ontology. It was popularised by

Archbishop Desmond Tutu who translates it as the idea that “a person is a person because of or through others”
(Tutu 2004, 25-26).
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5.2. Kurdistan

A society can never be free without women's liberation. (Ocalan n.d.)

Kurdistan has been a social construct of external and domestic political actors throughout history
and the Kurds are often said to be the largest nation on earth without its own independent state
(Vali 2003). According to estimates, there are around 25-35 million Kurds living across five stats in
the Middle East: Turkey (Northern Kurdistan), Iran (Eastern Kurdistan), Iraq (Southern Kurdistan),
Syria (Western Kurdistan), and Armenia.

When 92% of Iragi Kurds voted in favour of declaring independence from lIraq in a
referendum held on 25 September 2017, the vote was not only vehemently opposed by the Iraqi,
Iranian, and Turkish governments as well as by much of the international society but also re-
invigorated rivalries between the two main Southern Kurdish parties, the “Kurdistan Democratic
Party” (KDP) and the “Patriotic Union of Kurdistan” (PUK).

As demonstrated by the fierce debate following the establishment of two competing
government systems in Southern Kurdistan and Rojava, Kurdish nationalism was challenged not
only by the counter-nationalisms of the respective states but also by Kurdish disunity (Gunter
2018; Jongerden 2018). The QSNA captures the dynamics surrounding an episode of the history
of the Kurdish national movement when greater autonomy was feasible for two out of the four
Kurdish communities (2013 - 2018).

5.2.1. Movement Physiognomy

Two decades after a de facto independent region of Southern (lraqi) Kurdistan (Kurdistan Region
of Irag, KRI) came into existence in 1991, the momentary breakdown of the central state in Syria
facilitated the establishment of a local government in Western Kurdistan (Jongerden 2018: 62).
Before 2011 Rojava was less of a demarcated territorial entity and more of an abstract idea in the
quest for a collective identity (Sary 2016: 6). Since then, it is made up of three non-contiguous
cantons: Ciziré, Kobané and Efrin and in 2016, the “Federal Democratic System of Rojava and
Northern Syria” declared itself autonomous. In Syria, the Kurdish movement is primarily divided
between the “Democratic Union Party” (PYD) and the “Kurdish National Council” (KNC) and due to
its strong economic ties to Turkey, the “Kurdish Regional Government” (KRG) under President
Masoud Barzani was interested in curbing the influence of the Kurdistan Workers’ party (PKK) and
the PKK-affiliated PYD (Broker 2016: 15).
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Table 4 Overview of Pertinent Partisan Frames — Kurdistan

Identity frames Conflict Frames Action Frames
Political KNC KNC: Anti-PKK, accuses KNC: use of Iragi
Divisions [KRI/KPD, PDK-S, Yekiti, Kurdish TEV-DEM of oppressing Peshmerga in the fight

Reform Movement, Kurdish

Democratic Equality Party
in Syria, Kurdish Democratic Patriotic

Party in Syria, Kurdish Democratic
Party in Syria (el-Parti), Kurdish
Democratic Union Party

in Syria (Democratic Yekiti),

Kurdistan Democratic Union Party]*
Vs
TEV-DEM/ PYD/YPG
(PKK)*

PUK (Talibani, PKK)
Vs
KPD
(Barzani, KDP-S)*
Vs

Gorran Movement

opposition parties; anti-
ISIS

PYD: trying to reduce the
KRI’s influence in Rojava;
anti-ISIS

against ISIS; formation of
a federation within a
democratic Syria

PYD: Democratic
confederalism,
independence (Ocalan)

Ethnic Divisions  N/A

Sectarian N/A

Divisions

*affiliated sub-groups

5.2.2. Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion

It is estimated that there are about 5-10 million diaspora Kurds and that around 800,000 of them
live in Germany (Federal Ministry of the Interior 2011). According to Paasche (2020), Southern
Kurdish asylum migration to Europe came in three waves [1974-1991 (elite pioneers fleeing from
Saddam Hussein’s state repression and as a result of the al-Anfal Campaign), 1992-1998 (second-
wavers were escaping interfactional violence between PUK and KDP as well as the economic
disaster caused by UN sanctions regime against Iraq), and 1999-2014 (due to family reunions and
international marriages)]. Likewise, there were three waves of Northern Kurdish migration to

central Europe: 1960/70s (guest workers from East Turkey), 1980s (the military coup targeted left-
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wing opposition groups where Kurds were disproportionally active), and 2015-present (after the
peace process between the PKK and the central government had failed) (Demmrich and Arakon
2021). Since 2015, the threat posed to Western Kurds by both the Islamic State (IS; hereinafter,
Daesh) and Turkish military offensive against then Kurdish-held Efrin, have provoked yet another
wave of Western Kurdish migration.

The fuzzy-set score of 0.5 suggests, that the Kurdish diaspora in Germany is neither fully
factionalised nor non-partisan. If we take a closer look at the results of the QSNA, it becomes
evident that the organisations roughly fall into two camps: On the one hand, the organisations that
cluster around the Kurdish Community in Germany (Kurdische Gemeinde Deutschlands, KGD) are
mostly non-partisan and work in close cooperation with several national and international INGOs
and CSOs as well as with different administrative bodies of the German government. They are
actively involved in local community-building and seem to be deeply integrated into their respective
neighbourhoods where their activities revolve around language classes and cultural events. They
typically mobilise towards the homeland by collecting donations, hosting fundraising events,
running awareness campaigns, and by joining forces with German opposition parties (Alliance
90/The Greens and The Left) to exercise pressure on the German government to impose
sanctions on the Turkish, Iranian and to a lesser extent the Iraqgi state as well as to participate

more actively in military campaigns against Daesh.

Table 5 Dynamics of Fragmentation and Cohesion - Kurdistan

Identity  Conflict  Action Direct Matching Resource Joint
frames Frames Frames Alignment  Frames and campaigning
Migration
Flows
Diaspora-
Level
Aggregate: 0.5% 0.3* 0.5% 0.5* 0.5* N/A [0]* 0.3*
Dynamics of
Fragmentation s
and Cohesion:
0.5*

* Rounded to the nearest fuzzy-set threshold

0=non-partisan cohesion; 1=factionalised fragmentation
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On the other hand, diaspora organisations influenced by the activities and rhetoric of the
“Kurdistan Communities Union” (Kurdish: Koma Civakén Kurdistan, KCK; formerly, Kongra Gelé
Kurdistan, Kongra-Gel), an umbrella group of parties promoting Abdullah Ocalan’s political
ideology, share the “Kurdistan Workers' Party” (PKK), “Democratic Union Party” (PYD), and the
“Kurdistan Free Life Party’s” (PJAK) agenda of creating a pan-Kurdish entity based on the
principles of democratic confederalism. According to the KCK this requires “replacing the nation-
state with grassroots, self-governed communes, establishing a relationship between the sexes
based on equality and respect and developing a new balance between humanity and nature.”'®
Consequently, their identity and action frames are marked by feminist, anti-capitalist, and
environmentalist ideals and they tend to coordinate their campaigns with other left-wing groups
such as Antifa or the Blockupy movement. Irrespective of the ban of PKK-affiliated organisations in
Germany, they frequently express their support for and call for the release of Abdullah Ocalan. In
terms of its mobilising potential, Zarnett (2015, 216) further finds that: “[ijn contrast to pro-PKK
diaspora organizations, rival organizations such as the Association for Kurdish Workers for
Kurdistan (KOMKAR), which [are] tied to Kurdish social democratic parties in Turkey that oppose

[...] violence and the PKK, [are] far less successful in mobilizing supporters.”

Figure 6 Qualitative Mapping of Diaspora Organisations and Affiliates - Kurdistan

1 The complete mission statement can be found here: https://kck-info.com/ [accessed 01 June 2021].
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- Strength of Association (Direct — Indirect)
% Partisan Diaspora Organisation

® Non-partisan Diaspora Organisation
External Actor

Factional alliances were most clearly expressed by organisations reporting on developments in
Western, Southern and Northern Kurdistan; potential fractions in Eastern Kurdistan were hardly
discussed. There were only very few noticeable interactions between the more neutral and the
more politicised camp. Importantly, neither sectarianism nor kinship was used as a divisive force.
With regards to dominant conflict frames, statements reflecting intra-movement tensions were
outnumbered by those dealing with the common threat posed by Daesh to Southern and Western
Kurds, and the Turkish government to Northern and Western Kurds — particularly, in the aftermath
of the alleged coup d’état against the “Justice and Development Party” (AKP) led Turkish
government in 2016. The continued support for a unified “homeland” was expressed through
different nationalist tokens such as the Kurdish flag or symbols related to the Kurdish Newroz
celebrations. Posts or press releases that were criticising individual parties or factions were almost
exclusively targeted against the at the time dominant faction in the respective Kurdish region i.e.,
the KDP in Southern Kurdistan and TEV-DEM/PYD/YPJ in Western Kurdistan; concerns related to
the PKK’s use of terrorist means were only voiced by organisations with strong cooperative ties to
and financial support by the German government. The referendum of independence in Southern
Kurdistan (2017) and the declaration of autonomy in Western Kurdistan (2016) were both equally
endorsed by the vast majority of diaspora organisations.

Although Kurdish nationalism is undoubtedly of a more ethnic than civic kind, several Kurdish
CSOs show their sympathy for other minority groups in the Levant and stylise the master-cleavage
between them and the respective parent state in a way that resonates with the grievances of other
ethnic or religious communities in the region like Yezidis or Assyrians. They draw public attention
to these grievances by deploying narratives that allude to genocidal events or other instances of
mass atrocities in the past such as the Halabja chemical attack against Northern Kurdish people by
the Iragi government under Saddam Hussein in 1988. Similarly, Bahar Baser (2019: 82) found that
even Germany-based groups that were aligned with the oppositional Northern Kurdish Goran
movement supported the KDP in advocating for the recognition of the al-Anfal campaign as
genocide. Moreover, the historically friendly relations between the Kurds and the Israeli state

translate into joint initiatives and long-standing partnerships between the two communities.

39 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



5.3. Palestine

It's not a hyphenated identity, but the fusion of two identities that belong together and have no

issues belonging together.?® (Meruane 2020)

The victims of Israeli aggression ask Obama: Who is the terrorist?
(Palestinalibre 2014) %'

For more than 100 years, the conflict with Israel has been a primary marker of modern Palestinian
identity so that whoever wants to gain legitimacy among a Palestinian constituency, cannot help
but dedicate itself to the liberation of Palestine, or at least formally claim to do so (Lavlie 2014:
103). Consequently, major divisions within the Palestinian nationalist movement are not goal
related, but rather a strategic contestation over how to achieve said liberation (ibid.). Additionally,
one can distinguish between parties with a secular-nationalist and Islamic agenda.

Even though some groups have been operating across factional lines, Palestinian politics
are still largely determined by the conflict between the eleven parties represented in the
“Palestinian Liberation Organisation” (PLO) which dominates Palestine’s main government-body,
the “Palestinian National Authority” (PA), and the “Islamic Resistance Movement” (Hamas) and
other Islamic forces. The 2009 Constitution of Fatah promotes the establishment of a secular state
and Hamas’s 1988 Charter envisages a religious political system; however, both their contentious
actions and their rhetoric are highly inconsistent at times (Schlegel 2015: 331).

Hamas’ victory in the 2006 parliamentary elections posed a serious threat to the PLO’s
monopoly of power. After the two factions repeatedly failed to reach a power sharing agreement,
the conflict turned violent and the Westbank and the Gaza Strip have been ruled separately ever
since. A series of Fatah-Hamas talks on inter-party reconciliation culminated in the Cairo
agreement (2011) and Doha agreement (2012/renewed talks in 2014 and 2015/16) on forming a
Fatah-Hamas interim unity government (Kurz 2015: 89-90). However, most of the stipulated
provisions never materialised due to an unwillingness on both sides to make compromises.
Concurrently, in 2013 a new round of peace negotiations between Israel and Palestine was hold
under the auspices of the US.

The period of interest for the QSNA spans from 2011 to 2016. This is, because during this
period, the renewed peace talks between the PLO and Israel and between Fatah and Hamas as

well as the UN General Assembly’s (GA) decision to upgrade Palestine’s status from a permanent

0 Quoted in Baroud (2020, para. 3).
21 Spanish original: “Las victimas de la agresion israeli preguntan a Obama: ¢ Quién es el terrorista?”.
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UN “observer entity” to that of a permanent “non-member state observer” opened a great window

of opportunity which was ultimately undermined by internal frictions (UN 2012).

5.3.1. Movement Physiognomy

Fatah continues to dominate much of the political scene in the West Bank. Other primarily
nationalist parties include the “Al-Agsa Martyrs Brigades” which advocate for the use of violent
means against Israel as well as the “Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine-General
Command” (PFLP-GC) and the “Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine” (DFLP), two
Marxist/Marxist-Maoist groups (Pina 2005).

Hamas is Fatah’s main opponent. The Palestinian offshoot of the Muslim Brotherhood has
traditionally allied itself with Syria, Iran, and Hezbollah, and distanced itself from the Arab secular
socialism as personified by Gamal Abdel Nasser. Its military wing, the 1zz Eddine al-Qassam Units,
forms part of the conservative-resistance camp and has used suicide bombing as a key strategy
against the Israeli state. Another important party that was influenced by the Muslim Brotherhood
and rejects the two-state solution is the Palestinian Islamic Jihad (P1J). In recent years, Palestinian
refugee camps in Lebanon and elsewhere, have become a fertile ground for the spread of Salafi
thought. Salafi Islamist parties such as “Hizb ut-Tahrir”, and more violent jihadi groups such as
“Fatah al-Islam” in the Ain al-Hilweh refugee camp in Lebanon, or “Jaysh al-Islam” in Gaza are
trying to win support for their Islamist agenda (ECFR 2021). Alongside this, new secular parties,
such as the “Palestinian National Initiative” (al-Mubadara), seek to present themselves as an

alternative to Fatah.

Table 6 Overview of Pertinent Partisan Frames — Palestine
Identity frames Conflict Frames Action Frames
Political Divisions PLO-Groups: anti-Israeli; secular and left political
Fatah system, more open to two state
solution; no armed-struggle;
renouncement of terrorism
against two-state solution;
Popular Front for the Liberation of + refuses to serve the PA; liberation of historic Palestine
Palestine (PFLP) suspicious of corruption
within PLO
Marxist-Leninist Ideology;
Democratic Front for the Liberation of Suspicious of corruption critical of Oslo Accords but first
Palestine (DFLP) within PLO party to support the two state

solution

Supports Israeli-Palestinian
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Palestine Democratic Union (FIDA)

Palestinian People’s Party (PPP)

Palestine Liberation Front (PLF)

Palestine Popular Struggle Front (PPSF)

Popular Front for the Liberation of

Palestine-General Command (PFLP-
GC)

NON-PLO Groups (Islamic)

Hamas

Islamic Jihad (PIJ)

Hizb ut-Tahrir

NON-PLO GROUPS

Palestinian National Initiative (Al-
Mubadara)

Third Way

Ethnic Divisions none

Sectarian (within party politics)

Divisions

reconciliation

Foreign Terrorist Organisations

Fight against Syrian
opposition forces during the

civil war

no two state solution until
2017; anti-jewish;
restructuring of the PLO

armed struggle; political Islam;
suicide bombings; since May
2017 distances itself from the
Muslim Brotherhood, and open
to a Palestinian state withing
the pre-1967 borders.

Iran’s Islamic Revolution
no two state solution; no
diplomatic engagement with

Israel Salafi-jihadism; non-violent
pan-Islamic Salafi jihadism resistance; establishment of
the caliphate by non-violent

means

non-violent resistance to the

occupation. It supports peace
with Israel based on a two-

state solution, and the right of

return for refugees.

none none

(within party politics) (within party politics)
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5.3.2. Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion

Chile is home to more than 500,000 people of Palestinian descent, the largest and most active
Palestinian community outside the Arab world. The descendants of a pre-Nakba generation came
during the late 1800s and the early 20" century and were mostly Arab Christians (Baeza 2014).%
The ethno-political consciousness of the Palestinian diaspora awoke as a consequence of the
recognition of the PLO as “the sole representative of the Palestinian people” by the UN in 1974 as
this allowed the PLO to open information offices across the region (ibid.).

Since most of Chileans of Palestinian descent are third or fourth generation immigrants,
they do not speak Arabic and most of the organisations publish their content almost exclusively in
Spanish. They nonetheless retain a connection to the homeland through music, performances of
the Palestinian Dabke, food, and cultural events (Beaume 2019: 6).% Annual commemorations of
the Nakba as well as the “Dia de la Tierra” (Land Day) bring different Palestinian actors in the
region together and have become a symbol of national struggle that informs the collective memory

of the Palestinian diaspora in Chile and around the world.?*

Table 7 Dynamics of Fragmentation and Cohesion - Palestine
Identity  Conflict  Action Direct Matching Resource Joint
frames Frames Frames Alignment  Frames and campaigning
Migration
Flows
Diaspora- 0.3* o* o* 0* 0.3* N/A[0] 0*
Level
Aggregate:

Dynamics of
Fragmentation
and Cohesion:
0*

* Rounded to the nearest fuzzy-set threshold

0=non-partisan cohesion; 1=factionalised fragmentation

The fuzzy-set score of 0 indicates that the diaspora’s cohesiveness is extremely high. The QSNA

further reveals that the network is hegemonic and that there is no clustering: Most organisations

22 The 15 May 1948 is known among Palestinians as their nakba, or “catastrophe,” and refers to the expulsion of
more than 700,000 Palestinians from their homes; the idea of the nakba as a collective trauma continues to
define Palestinian national identity.

2 Dabke is a folkloric circle dance which is practiced in the Palestinian territories, Lebanon, and Syria.

24 Land Day, Yom al-Ard, commemorates the killings of six Palestinians by Israeli forces in March 1976 during
protests against the land expropriations of Arab Israelis in Galilee.
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are interconnected and directly aligned with the “Comunidad Palestina de Chile” which, despite
directing relatively more attention towards events in Gaza and showing clear sympathy for Hamas,
serves as the main umbrella organisation for Palestinian diaspora groups in Chile. Other actors,
such as the Palestine Bethlehem 2000 Foundation, engage mainly in charity work as well as
political lobbying. The “Gazamor” fundraising campaign, for instance, was initiated by the Palestine
Bethlehem 2000 Foundation in response to the Israeli military’s “Operation Protective Edge” in
which more than 11,000 Palestinians were injured and 2,251 died (OHCHR 2015: 16); it was either
financially supported or formally endorsed by most Chilean-Palestinian organisations. If disputes
between Palestinian factions are addressed at all, which rarely happens, then in a neutral manner.
In general, Israel is identified by all organisations as the primary external adversary of the
Palestinian people and the Embassy of Palestine in Chile is actively encouraging non-partisan
cooperation and organises heritage campaigns and Palestinian-Chilean exchange and scholarship
programmes on a regular basis.

Overall, the Palestinian community in Chile, which refers to itself as “Chilestinian”. can be
described as a hybrid community that is fully integrated into their host land’s socio-political culture
(most sub-groups refer to themselves as Chilean-Palestinian) as well as in a broader global
coalition of actors who claim to be involved in an on-going anti-colonialist struggle. Compared to
the other diaspora groups discussed in this thesis, they deploy more universalistic, almost
stereotypically generalising, conflict, action, and identity frames. Individual diaspora groups seem
to be incapable or unwilling to take notice of more localised, intra-group dynamics and instead,
repeat well-established anti-Zionist narratives in an almost habitual manner. They borrow much of
their rhetoric from the “Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions” (BDS) movement.?® Just like the “UN
World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Related Intolerance”
that was held in South Africa in 2002 constituted a fertile ground for the birth of the BDS movement
(Morrison 2015), by framing the nationalist struggle in the broadest possible terms as a never
ending fight against racism and (settler) colonialism, the diaspora groups speak first and foremost
to a global civil society. Moreover, the Palestinian cause and its imagery has become a recurring
theme in the rhetoric of Arab diaspora organisations in Chile (e.g., the Union arabe de
beneficencia) to an extent that Palestinian and Arab identity markers are used almost

interchangeably

25 The BDS movement was established in 2005 by a group of Palestinian academics and calls on “local councils,

churches, pension funds and universities” as well as all governments and “global citiziens” to withdraw their
“support from Israel's apartheid regime, complicit Israeli sporting, cultural and academic institutions, and from all
Israeli and international companies engaged in violations of Palestinian human rights” [Boycott, Divestment,
Sanctions, “What is BDS?”, https://bdsmovement.net/what-is-bds (Last accessed: 02 June 2020)].
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Figure 7 Qualitative Mapping of Diaspora Organisations and Affiliates - Palestine

- Strength of Association (Direct — Indirect)
% Partisan Diaspora Organisation

® Non-partisan Diaspora Organisation
External Actor

5.4. Tamil Eelam

In their sacrifice we find courage, and, as they did before us, in the horrors of genocide,

we find the unwavering determination to continue our nation’s struggle against oppression.

There can be no reconciliation without the truth, and there will be no peace without
justice. (TYO 2012)

The conflict between the Sinhalese-dominated, Sri Lankan state and Sri Lankan Tamils, emerged
gradually as a result of British colonial policies which treated members of the Tamil community
more favourably than the Sinhalese majority and gained momentum in the 1970s, following the
electoral victory of Sinhala Buddhist parties and the subsequent enactment of the 1972 constitution
which eliminated protections for ethnic minorities as well as a reaction to other explicitly Sinhala
Buddhist nationalist nation building measures (Richards 2014: 10-11). Various Tamil parties and
insurgent groups began to call for the creation of an independent state; in 1975, the “Liberation

Tigers of Tamil Eelam” (LTTE) was formed and soon became the most powerful Tamil separatist
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group in Sri Lanka. After 1990, a number of militant Tamil separatist groups thus began to
collaborate with the Sri Lankan government against the LTTE resulting in a surge in intra-ethnic
violence (Stokke and Ryntveit 2000: 286). The LTTE was strictly hierarchical and was divided into
a political and an armed wing which were both controlled by the “Central Governing Committee”
(CGM) led by Vellupiali Prabhakaran. Ideologically, the LTTE resorted to Marxist rhetoric to
characterise their struggle and aspired the creation of a separate, socialist Tamil state (Tamil
Eelam) in the Northern and Eastern Provinces. Shortly before its defeat in 2009, Tamils who had
initially supported the LTTE were more and more dissatisfied with its autocratic command structure
and its willingness to resort to violence against its own people (Subramanian 2015). The QSNA
looks at network configurations during the reconciliation and rehabilitation processes following the
end of the civil war (2009-2015).

5.4.1. Movement Physiognomy

The Tamil community is divided between Indian Tamils and Sri Lanka Tamils who are mostly
Hindu or Catholic, and Muslim Sri Lanka Moors (Stokke and Ryntveit 2000: 288). Since the end of
the civil war, political tension exists first and foremost between parties who hold on to the
traditional LTTE stance on self-determination through independence and those who have dropped

their separatist claims for a federalist agenda.

Table 8 Overview of Pertinent Partisan Frames — Tamil Eelam
Identity frames Conflict Frames Action Frames
Political Tamil National Alliance traitors, puppets of the Cooperation with
Divisions: (Eelam People's Revolutionary central government the government vs
Liberation Front, lllankai Tamil Arasu strong opposition;
Kachchi, People's Liberation federalism vs self-
Organisation of Tamil Eelam and Tamil determination

Eelam Liberation Organization)
Vs
Tamil National Political Front (TNPF)
and C.V. Wigneswaran
Vs

exiled, former LTTE factions

Ethnic Divisions: Sri Lanka Tamils vs Indian Tamils no factionalism no factionalism
Sectarian Muslim vs Hindu vs Catholic no factionalism no factionalism
Divisions:
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The “Tamil National Alliance” (TNA), a coalition of all major political parties that succeeded the
LTTE, opted for a cooperative strategy vis-a-vis the central government and is open to the idea of
achieving self-determination through federal autonomy. The TNA is challenged by, inter alia, the
Tamil National Political Front (TNPF) which, whilst supporting federalism, rejects the notion of a
homogenous, united Sri Lankan nation state, promotes a more radical stance towards the central
government, and intends to establish a non-electoral political body called the Tamil Provincial
Council (TPC) (Guyot 2017). Additionally, in 2013, Canagasabapathy Visuvalingam Vigneswaran,
Chief Minister of the Northern Provincial Council and member of the TNA, began to adopt positions

similar to those of the TNPF thereby causing internal frictions.?®

5.4.2. Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion

The total population of Sri Lankan Tamils residing abroad is estimated to be around one million out
of which approximately 180,000 are living in the UK (Walton 2015: 962). During the civil war (1983-
2009), the LTTE had a monopoly on diaspora governance and supervised most diaspora-
movement interactions. To this date, Tamil diaspora organisations in the UK remain integrated in a
highly institutionalised, transnational network of Tamil diaspora organisations. However, as a study
by Guyot (2017) shows, with the surrender of the LTTE in 2009, this hegemonic structure has
disappeared, and the many transnational sites of Tamil nationalism have become the main theatre

of internal contestation.

Table 9 Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion — Tamil Eelam
Identity Conflict  Action Direct Matching  Resource Joint
frames Frames Frames Alignment Frames and campaigning
Migration
Flows
Diaspora- 0.5% 0.5* 0.5* 0.3* 0.5% N/A[0] 0.5*
Level
Aggregate:

Dynamics of
Fragmentation

and Cohesion:
0.5*

* Rounded to the nearest fuzzy-set threshold

26 Verité Research, “Mapping Sri Lanka’s Political Parties: Actors and Evolutions”, http://www.veriteresearch.org/wp-

content/uploads/2018/06/Mapping_Sri_Lanka_s_Political_Parties_ Actors_and_Evolution.pdf (Last accessed: 10
June 2021).
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0=non-partisan cohesion; 1=factionalised fragmentation

In 2009, the “Global Tamil Forum” (GTF) was founded in an attempt at uniting the “Tamil
Coordination Committees” (TCCs), which had operated as the main diaspora coordination bodies
throughout the war, with post-war national diaspora organisations under a single umbrella
organisation. It was supposed to function as an alternative to the “Transnational Government of
Tamil Eelam” (TGTE), a “democratically elected government of the diaspora” founded by
Tharmalingam Shanmugam Kumaran, the former head of the International LTTE Secretariat. But
in 2013, several member organisations left the GTF because it had begun to depart from the
LTTE’s traditional stance on independence and was more and more reluctant to make use of the
genocide frame within the post-war reconciliation debate so as not to risk its continued access to

the UN and other international actors (Walton 2015).

Figure 8 Qualitative Mapping of Diaspora Organisations and Affiliates - Tamil Eelam

- Strength of Association (Direct — Indirect)
% Partisan Diaspora Organisation

® Non-partisan Diaspora Organisation
External Actor
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This cleavage also sparked vigorous debates among UK-based diaspora organisations
over whether they should spoil or support the peace process as well as over whether they should
distance themselves from LTTE affiliated groups. As displayed in figure 8, LTTE and TGTE
affiliations remained in place after 2009 thanks to former leading LTTE figures who went into exile.
Both the “British Tamils Forum” (BTF) and the “Tamil Youth Organization” (TYO) have close ties to
the TGTE and TGTE-UK and express strong support for pro-LTTE factions (Walton 2015: 962).
For them, the prospect of an independent Tamil “homeland” plays a crucial role in defining their
collective identity abroad hence why the TNA’s cooperative stance provoked harsh criticisms and
its leaders were accused of being traitors. Interestingly, whereas the TNA and affiliated parties on
the ground seemed generally more willing to partake in the reconciliation process led by the
“Lessons Learnt and Reconciliation Commission” (LLRC), both the BTF and the TYO have
repeatedly called for accountability and the establishment of an independent truth commission
under the auspices of the UN. They attended several sessions of the “United Nations Human
Rights Council” (UNHRC) and made frequent reference to the “UN High Commissioner for Human
Rights” reports (OHCHR). In addition to that, the BTF is actively lobbying for Tamil independence
and set up the “All Party Parliamentary Group for Tamils”, an informal, cross-party group of MPs,
Members of the House of Lords and the three associated advocacy wings, the “British Tamils
Conservative Party”, the “Tamils for Labour Party”, and the “British Tamils for Liberal Democracy”
in order to systematically advance its interest.

There are also generational elements to the fragmentation of the Tamil diaspora in the UK:
While the BTF is at the centre of a group of primarily post-2009 born diaspora organisations which
tend to be more polarised and whose profile is tailored to lobbying activities, a second group of
only loosely connected, partly state-sponsored charity and cultural organisations abstains from
interfering in ongoing conflicts — partisan or otherwise. These community-oriented institutions are
typically run by first-generation immigrants whereas, the new lobbying organisations seem to
attract second-generation immigrants who became politically active only after the end of the war
(Guyer 2017) and who believe it is now on them to continue the national struggle for independence
as exemplified in the following statement made by the TYO: “The Tamil liberation flame and the
aspiration for the Tamileelam ‘homeland’ it represents, is now being carried resolutely by the Tamil
youth, particularly those of the Tamil diaspora [...] that is us the second generation Tamils. It is
now our duty to carry this liberation flame [...] for our homeland and the sovereignty of our nation”
(TYO 2013).
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5.5. Kosovo

Today we are celebrating freedom. Though we must not forget that blood was shed for this day
to come. Remember the martyrs who fell to never die”
(Ansambli Pavarésia Stuttgart 2012)

Following the “North Atlantic Treaty Organization” (NATO) military intervention against Serbia in
the Kosovo War of 1998-99, UN Security Council Resolution 1244 stipulated the establishment
of the “United Nations Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo” (UNMIK) and forced Serbia to
cede control from Kosovo. The UN administration in concert with the US and most European Union
(EU) member states geared Kosovo gradually towards independence which it formally declared in
February 2008. However, tensions between Kosovo Serbs and Kosovo Albanians continue to
define Kosovo’s most prevalent socio-political divisions and are most visible in northern parts of
the country.

The Kosovo-Serbia dialogue mediated by the EU started in 2011 and was revived in 2020.
It was supposed to facilitate a normalisation of the relations between the two countries as
expressed in the 2013 Brussels Agreement but has faced sustained criticism from various
opposition groups ever since (UNDP 2019: 8).2” This chapter's QSNA’s time frame covers the
period between 2013 and 2018 when political frictions arose in response to the implementation of

the Brussels and accompanying bilateral agreements.

5.5.1. Movement Physiognomy

Internal controversies revolve around two fundamental bones of contention. The first concerns
whether Kosovo’s should recognise Serbia and its commitment to the Ahtisaari Plan (International
Crisis Group 2021: 3).%® A second issue fuelling internal frictions regards potential “border
correction” and control over the Serbian-dominated northern provinces where Belgrade’s influence
persists. Tentative agreements between the two governments provoked a series of protests when
the first agreement was signed in 2013 which envisioned the exchange of these provinces for
Albanian-majority provinces in Serbia. A second and third protest wave followed in 2015 and 2018
in response to the “General Principles Agreement of the Association of Serb Majority
Municipalities” (UNDP 2019: 15-16). Oppositional forces also raised concerns over election fraud,

the level of corruption, and a deficient rule of law.

o The Brussels Agreement was reached on 19 April 2013 and stipulates the conditions for normalised
relations between Kosovo and Serbia as well as for EU membership provided that disputes over Kosovo’s
northern municipalities can be dissolved.

The 2007 Ahtisaari Plan proposed a formula for Kosovo’s independence that grants Kosovo Serbs the right to
have their own local administrations, and privileged relations with Serbia, but within the framework of a
democratic, decentralised, and multi-ethnic Kosovo.

28
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Political disputes between the two main so-called “war-wing” parties, the “Democratic Party
of Kosovo” (PDK), and the “Alliance for the Future of Kosovo” (AAK), and the centre-right
“‘Democratic League” (LDK), who led the non-violent resistance against Serbia, melted away
during the post-war period because most of them were forced to form a coalition government at
some point (Beha 2017: 11).° However, after the declaration of independence, clashes between
the PDK and the LDK resurfaced. The PDK and its leader, Hashim Thagi, have been the driving
force behind the dialogue with Serbia. Yet, anti-Serbian, and anti-establishment forces gained
increasingly more support after 2014. The so-called “Self-Determination Movement” (Lévizja
Vetévendosje, VV) under the leadership of Albin Kurti, wanted to terminate talks with Serbia and
repeatedly criticised the Ahtisaari Plan, arguing that it would violate the right to self-determination;
a position which is also shared to some extent by the AKK (International Crisis Group 2021: 12).
They nurture anti-Serbian sentiments, hold on to the idea of creating “Greater Albania” and
therefore reject Kosovo’s nationalistic symbols such as the anthem and the flag and replace them
with Albanian ones instead.

Despite the secular character of Albanian nationalism, and consequently by default
Kosovar nationalism, more fundamental interpretations of Islam took hold in post-war Kosovo and
there have been visible tensions between Catholic and Sunni-Muslim communities (UNDP 2019:
21). The attempts made by secular parties at forging a secular national identity alienated a
younger generation of Kosovo Albanians who began to see the Albanian and Kosovar identity as
mutually exclusive and who then decided to embrace their religious identity instead. The “Justice
Party” (PD), Kosovo Islamic Community, “The New Kosovo Coalition” (AKR), and the “Bashkohu”
and a number of foreign faith-based organisations promote Sharia values (KIPRED 2016). Among

the established parties, only the AKK took a clear stance against Islamic extremism (ibid.).

Table 10 Overview of Pertinent Partisan Frames — Kosovo

Identity frames Conflict Frames Action
Frames
Political LDK involvement in war recognition of
Divisions: PDK crimes; corruption; Serbia;
Vs establishment vs anti- endorsement of
AKK establishment parties; the Ahatsaari
\AY lenience vis-a-vis Serbia Plan; question
of border
corrections
Ethnic Divisions: no factionalism no factionalism no factionalism
29 “War-wing parties” are parties whose leaders used to be commanders of the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) during

the 1998/99 war.
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Sectarian Sunni-Muslim vs Salafi Groups vs N/A laic political
Divisions: Secularism system vs
moderately
secular vs

supportive of

sharia law

5.5.2. Dynamics of Diaspora Fragmentation and Cohesion

The exact size of the Kosovo Albanian diaspora remains unknown, but it is estimated that around
800,000 Kosovo Albanians are living outside of Kosovo, out of which approximately 270,000 and
160,000 are located in Germany and Switzerland, respectively and that every second citizen of
Kosovo has at least one relative who has moved abroad (Perteshi 2020: 3). The QSNA includes
Kosovo Albanian diaspora organisations located in Germany and affiliated groups.

Kosovar migrants arrived in Germany in three waves. During the 1950s/1960s mostly
unskilled, seasonal workers and peasant migrated to Germany’s industrial regions in search of
better opportunities. The second wave of migration (1980-1999) was prompted by authoritarian
and discriminatory state oppression and the outbreak of the 1998-1999 war. The third, post-2002
wave of Kosovo Albanian migration was primarily driven by economic motivations (lbid.). The first-
generation of migrants was actively involved in the fight for Kosovo’s independence from Serbia.
Yet, the end of the Serbian occupation in 1999, and the beginning of internationally led state-
building efforts, resulted in a redefinition of the relationship between Kosovo and its diaspora
(Koinova 2017: 3; Perteshi 2020: 3). This trend aggravated, after the declaration of independence
in 2008. On a macro-level, the total number of active Kosovo-Albanian diaspora groups and their
influence decreased. The organisations that were active between 2013 and 2018 seem rather
disorganised and fragmentated. However, these fragmentations do not follow factional lines as
indicated by the results of the frame and network analysis presented in table 11 and figure 9.

Cooperative ties between Kosovo, and the Kosovo Albanian diaspora were maintained
through a myriad of diaspora governance agencies and policies such as the “Investment
Promotion Agency of Kosovo” (IPAK), or the 2013-2018 “Diaspora Strategy” (Koinova 2017: 3).
The fact that Kosovo’s foreign minister is called “The Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs and
Diaspora” is emblematic of the importance that is attached to the diaspora, not only by the
authorities in Pristina but also by several I0s. The creation of a sophisticated diaspora governance
apparatus was financially and logistically supported by the “International Organisation for
Migration” (IOM) and the “United Nations Development Program” (UNDP) (IOM 2013). While the

internationally backed diaspora involvement in the Kosovar state-building process served as a
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framework to maintain their connection to Kosovo, it has also led to a visible depolarisation of a

significant proportion of the diaspora.

Table 11 Dynamics of Fragmentation and Cohesion - Kosovo
Identity Conflict  Action Direct Matching  Resource Joint
frames Frames Frames Alignment Frames and campaigning
Migration
Flows
Diaspora- 0* 0* 0* 0* o* 0* 0*
Level
Aggregate:

Dynamics of
Fragmentation

and Cohesion

* Rounded to the nearest fuzzy-set threshold

O=non-partisan cohesion; 1=factionalised fragmentation

Most of the organisations were dedicated to the national cause as stipulated in the Ahtisaari plan
including the obtainment of EU membership and did not take sides with regards to the
normalisation of relations with Serbia. This should not be interpreted as an expression of support
for the LDK or PDK though; it is rather as a testament to the lasting impact of the UN and other
international actors which perceive of the Kosovar diaspora as a supposedly neutral source of
direct foreign investments and remittances (Koinova 2017: 3), a sentiment the then incumbent
government seemed to share. As figure 9 shows, the Consulates of Kosovo which are strategically
located in Germany’s biggest financial and economic hubs, Stuttgart, Hamburg, Frankfurt,
Dusseldorf, and Berlin, serve as the central interface for diaspora engagement.

Although most of the diaspora groups continued to provide religious education, practice religious
and cultural traditions, for example in the form of folkloristic dance and music, and offer Albanian
language classes, their role has been reduced to being an almost apolitical actor within Kosovo’s
state building process. Compared to the first-generation, second-generation Kosovo Albanians in
particular turned from being an important voice during the secessionist period to being a passive

provider of financial aid (Koinova 2017: 3).
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Figure 9 Qualitative Mapping of Diaspora Organisations and Affiliates - Kosovo

- Strength of Association (Direct — Indirect)
% Partisan Diaspora Organisation

@ Non-partisan Diaspora Organisation
External Actor

Some have argued that this has caused an identity vacuum among “the offspring of the traditional
migrant parents from the 1960s and 1980s” making them an easy prey for community-level
Islamist organisations. Yet, although it is true that several of the organisations ground their identity
in the realm of religion (usually either Catholicism or Islam) and that the Kosovo Albanian Islamic
community which is better connected than the rest of the Kosovar diaspora in Germany, individuals
rather than diaspora organisations seem to have been the preferred target of Islamic extremism

and there is no evidence for group-level radicalisation.

5.6. Discussion: The Dynamics of Diaspora Cohesion and Fragmentation in light

of Intra-Group Conflict

Frictions within secessionist movements are the rule rather than the exception and are a crucial
driver behind the acts of contentious collective action that are visible on the macro-level. The end
of the struggle with the parent state did not only deprive the five self-determination movements of
their common archenemy, but also opened the way for internal divisions to resurface. Although
most of the movement divisions documented in this study are of a political kind, tribal and ethnic

disputes over the allocation of land in South Sudan, or the incorporation of secular or religious
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principles into the more or less formalised constitutional order and the relatively young
governmental apparatus in Palestine or Kosovo were also responsible for intra-group conflicts. It is
interesting to note though that neither religion nor kinship let to a polarisation of single diaspora
groups in the same way as political affiliations did.

Yet, the fast-paced shifts of alliances and interfactional and interpersonal rivalries we can
see on the ground are not simply imported by the diaspora as they are. If anything, the results of
the five QSNAs attest that diaspora organisations are rather inert actors that prove to be quite
resilient to change that is happening within the “homeland” context. Two out of the five diasporas
exhibit perfect non-partisan cohesiveness (Palestine, and Kosovo), and in none of the investigated
cases does the diaspora show high levels of factionalised fragmentation (see table 12). On an
aggregate level the Palestinian, and the Kosovar diaspora present themselves as non-partisan but
for different reasons. The most intuitive conclusion would be that well-established identity
narratives are sticky and that their ontological security therefore heavily depends on imaginations
of a unified “homeland”, but this was only a minor contributing factor.

After the declaration of independence, several Kosovo Albanian diaspora organisations
disappeared or turned from being active proponents of the national struggle into apolitical
providers of financial aid and folkloristic nostalgia. Religion in a literal but also in a figurative sense,
understood as an illusionary longing for a sense of belonging and truth, rather than factional
affiliations, filled the void that was left by the achievement of de facto statehood, especially among
the younger generation. Compared to the other diaspora’s, Kosovo’s diaspora organisations
showed hardly any interest in the everyday politics of their country of origin and are ergo, devoid of
partisan characteristics.

Conversely, Palestinian diaspora groups are remarkably active but do nevertheless not
fracture along partisan lines except for a handful of mostly student-led organisations. They are not
indifferent to developments on the ground but the intergroup conflict with Israel, coupled with
historically deeply rooted anti-Zionist sentiments, have become conflict frames of a global scale
and almost universal prominence. Several other, typically leftist or transnational movements such
as the numerous offshoots of the BDS movement have appropriated and distorted the Palestinian
national cause thereby indirectly leaving their mark on the organisational identity of the Palestinian
community in Chile. To put it another way, the discursive dominance of the Israeli-Palestinian
“‘master cleavage” overshadows intra-movement dynamics and constrains the identity and action
repertoire available to Palestinian organisations when operating in their country of residence or the
international arena which makes alignments with individual factions significantly less attractive.
Moreover, the majority of Palestinians living in Chile are second, third, and fourth generation
immigrants who barely speak any Arabic and for whom Palestine represents more of an abstract
concept than a lived experience; while the ongoing conflict with Israel allows them to foster their

collective identity through othering, other traditional practices associated with a Palestinian

55 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



(national) identity appear to have fallen into oblivion. This would also explain why their conflict and

action frames are less partisan than their identity frame.

Table 12 Dynamics of Fragmentation and Cohesion in Comparison
Case Dynamics of Fragmentation and Cohesion Case @
Identity Conflict  Action Direct Matching Resource Joint Degree of
frames Frames Frames Alignment Frames and campaigning factionalised
Migration Fragmentation
Flows

Kurdistan 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.5 N/A [0] 0.3 0.5

Tamil 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.5 N/A[0] 0.5 0.5

Eelam

South 0.3 0.3 0 0 0.3 N/A[0.19] 0 0.3

Sudan

Palestine 0.3 0 0 0 0.3 N/A[O] 0 0

Kosovo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Indicator @ 0.32 0.22 0.20 0.16 0.32 N/A 0.16

1= factionalised; 0 = non-partisan

With an average fuzzy-set score of 0.3, South Sudan’s diaspora displays mostly non-partisan
interaction patterns. Except for two organisations which show strong regional affiliations and one
incident of inter-organisational conflict in December 2013, most sub-groups emphasised the need
to seek “unity in diversity” and urged the various Southern Sudanese factions to resolve their
conflicts peacefully. Making diversity a cornerstone of their national identity and emphasising its
civic nature worked as a powerful reconciliatory device and prevented factionalised narratives from
spreading among the community, not only in the Southern Sudanese but also in the Kurdish case.
By the same token, diaspora groups across cases seem to perceive of themselves as freedom
fighters, regularly endorse advocates of nonviolent resistance such as Mahatma Gandhi, Martin
Luther King Jr., or Nelson Mandela, and seem generally well versed in playing by the rules set by

the liberal international order which is yet another evidence for the hybridity of their identity.
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The aggregated fuzzy score, however, says little about the degree of factionalisation of
single groups within the diaspora. Indeed, in the case of Kurdistan and Tamil Eelam, the fuzzy
score of 0.5 does not mean that single organisations are on average only partially divided but that
half of the network abstains from “homeland” politics altogether while the other half is more vocal
and is either directly affiliated with a faction or, and this is more common, shares a faction’s action
and identity frames. Often this goes hand in hand with a division of labour with regards to the kind
of community work and activism they engage in as well as their organisational identity and their
demographic makeup. In contrast to non-profits that were founded by first-generation immigrants
decades before the interfactional conflict of interest erupted and who tend to be occupied with local
community work and heritage preservation, younger initiatives by second-generation immigrants or

first-generation immigrants who fled only recently are more susceptible to factionalism.

6. FINDINGS II: DETERMINING THE CONDITIONS OF FACTIONALISED DIASPORA
FRAGMENTATION AND NON-PARTISANS COHESION

In the following chapter the findings of the bivariate and multivariate analysis of the set theoretic
relationship between the seven conditions and factionalised diaspora fragmentation and non-
partisan cohesion will be presented and their theoretical implications will be discussed. The raw

data that was used to determine the respective calibrated fuzzy-set values is listed in Appendix B.

6.1. Necessary & Sufficient Conditions — Bivariate Analysis

Together, the three parameters consistency, coverage, and relevance of necessity (RoN) will be
calculated to test for necessity and, when applicable, for sufficiency (see section 4.3.2).*° One of
QCA'’s fundamental principles is that of asymmetric causality which dictates that the presence and
the absence of an outcome should be analysed separately. | will therefore first determine and
present the measures of fit for factionalised diaspora fragmentation before | proceed in the same

way with the negated fuzzy values for diaspora cohesion, applying the following formula:

Table 13 Measures of Fit
Measure of Fit Formula Source
30 Consistency assesses the extent to which membership in a condition/conjunctural path is always associated with

a particular outcome (i.e. is a subset of the outcome). Coverage reports the proportion of the outcome set that is
consistently explained by a condition/combination of conditions (Ragin 2008).
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Consistency

Coverage

Relevance
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(:OverageSufﬁcicncy()(i < Yl) = T
. 21 -X)
Relevance of Necessity = m

(Ragin 2006: 297)

(Ragin 2006: 63)

(Schneider and Wagemann 2012:
236)

Given the small number of cases, conditions should pass at least 0.9 set-theoretic consistency, 0.5

set-theoretic coverage and 0.5 RoN to be considered (empirically) necessary (Mendel and Ragin

2011: 21). A condition is considered to be sufficient if it exceeds the minimum threshold of 0.75 for

consistency and 0.5 for coverage. Table 14 shows fuzzy-set values for five cases across seven

conditions (A1, A2, A3, B1, B2, B3, C), and the outcome as well as their corresponding measures

of fit.
Table 14 Results of the Bivariate Set-Theoretic Analysis - Factionalised Fragmentation
Conditions Outcome
(A) (B) (©) Factionalised
Fragmentatio
n
Generationa Pre- Distributio  Diaspor  Level of  Source Integr.
I Differences existing n of Power a Gover. Violent of Into
Homophil Policies  Repress. Intra- Transn.
y among By group Adv.
Diaspora External  Conflic  Network
Groups Adversar t s
y
South 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.3 0 0.5 0 0.3
Sudan
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Kurdistan 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.5 0 0.5 0.5 0.5

Palestine 0 0.3 0 0 0 0.5 0.7

(=]

Tamil 0.5 0.3 0.5 1 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.5
Eelam
Kosovo 0.5 0 0.7 0 0 0.3 0

(=]

Consistency
(Necessity) 1 0.85 1 1 0.38 0.85 0.77

Consistency
(Sufficiency
)

0.59 0.69 0.54 0.72 1 0.52 0.59

Coverage 0.59 - 0.54 0.72 - - -
(Necessity)

Coverage } - - - 0.38 - -
(Sufficiency

)

Relevance
of Necessity 0.76 - 0.70 0.86 - .

A1 (0 = 2./3. generation immigrants; 1 = 1.generation immigrants); A2 (0= pluralistic network structure ; 1=
homophile network structure); A3 (0= hegemonic ; 1=dispersed) ; B1(0= institutionalised ; 1= sporadic) ; B2
(0= high ; 1= low); B3 (O=tactical; 1= ideological); C1 (0= highly integrated; 1= insular).

We can see that the conditions “Generational Differences”, “Distribution of Power”, and “Diaspora
Governance Policies” pass the formal threshold of 0.9 consistency and display perfectly consistent
set relations of necessity (i.e. they all have a consistency value of 1). In other words, they are
supersets of the outcome “Factionalised Fragmentation”. In order to rule out that we are dealing
with trivial necessary conditions, coverage and RoN were evaluated for the three conditions. Their
coverage and relevance metrics indicate that while all of them surpass the conventional
benchmark of 0.5 (Mello 2021: 116), the set-theoretic relationship for “Diaspora Governance
Policies” seems to be the most robust one.

In the case at hand, the analysis of sufficient conditions reveals that there is no sufficient
condition for the presence of factionalised fragmentation. The highest consistency values for the
presence of factionalisation are given by high level of “Repression by an External Adversary” (1), a
weak institutionalisation of “Diaspora Governance Policies” (0.76), and the absence of “Ideological

Proximity” (0.69). Although the condition “Repression by External Adversary” exceeds the
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minimum threshold of 0.75 for consistent sufficiency, its coverage score falls below 0.5 and thus

suggests that its only marginally relevant. It is quite common that none or only very few conditions

are sufficient on their own and it is therefore necessary to further test for joint sufficiency.

Table 15 Results of the Bivariate Set-Theoretic Analysis - Non-Partisan Cohesion*
Conditions Outcome
(A) (B) (C) Non-
partisan
Cohesion
Generational Pre- Distribution Diaspora  Repress.  Source Integr. Into
Differences existing of Power Gover. By of Transn.
Homophily Policies External Intra- Adv.
among Adversary  group Networks
Diaspora Conflict
Groups

South 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.3 1 0.5 1 0.7
Sudan
Kurdistan 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.5 1 0.5 0.3 0.5
Palestine 1 0.7 1 1 1 0.5 0.7 1
Tamil 0.5 0.7 0.5 0 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.5
Eelam
Kosovo 0.5 1 0.3 1 1 0.7 1 1
Consistency
(Necessity) 0.76 0.86 0.74 0.76 1 0.73 0.86
Consistency 1 0.94 0.72 1 082 093 0.91
(Sufficiency)
Coverage - - - - 0.82 - -
(Necessity)
Coverage 0.76 0.86 - 0.76 1 0.73 0.86
(Sufficiency)

60 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



Relevance
of Necessity ; } } ) 0.38 ) )

* The reported fuzzy membership scores represent the negated fuzzy membership scores of those reported
in table 12 and should be read as follows: A1 (0 = 1.generation immigrants; 1 = 2./3. generation
immigrants;); A2 (0= homophile network structure; 1= pluralistic network structure); A3 (0= dispersed ;
1=hegemonic) ; B1 (0= sporadic ; 1= institutionalised) ; B2 (0= low ; 1= high); B3 (O=ideological; 1= tactical);
C1 (0= insular; 1= highly integrated).

Table 15 contains the negated fuzzy membership scores of those reported in table 13 in order to
account for asymmetric causality as well as the results for the calculation of set-theoretic
consistency, coverage, and RoN. With regards to the absence of factionalised fragmentation, i.e.,
non-partisan cohesion, only “Level of Violent Repression by External Adversary” meets the
prescribed consistency requirements for necessity. However, its RoN score (0.38) suggests that it
is of little empirical relevance. This problem might be rooted in a selection bias which renders this
condition’s explanatory potential largely irrelevant. This is because, at least in its current calibration,
four out of the five cases have experienced high levels of repression by their parent state in the
past which means that there is too little variation in the condition to confidently draw inferences
from the data.

The set-theoretic analysis of sufficient conditions shows that five out of seven conditions
can account for the presence of non-partisan cohesion. This means that except for “Distribution of
Power” and “Repression by External Adversary” (which should be disregarded for previously stated
reasons), the findings confirm most of the theoretical assumptions set out in chapter 4. At first
glance this seems to stand in stark contrast to the observed lack of sufficiency for the explanation
of factionalised fragmentation. But we have to consider that no instances of fully factionalised
diaspora fragmentation were documented whereas three cases displayed full or partial
membership in the set “non-partisan cohesion” which is why claims about the sufficiency of specific
conditions for the absence of factionalised fragmentation can be made with greater certainty than
claims about its presence.

The highest consistency values for non-partisan cohesion are achieved by highly
institutionalised “Diaspora Governance Policies” (1), “Generational Differences” (1), and “Pre-
existing Homophily among Diaspora Groups” (0.86). Their coverage scores indicate that while all
of them surpass the conventional benchmark of 0.5, just like in the case of factionalised

fragmentation, the set-theoretic relationship for “Diaspora Governance Policies” seems to be the
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most robust. In sum, the results of the two bivariate analyses point in the theoretically expected
direction and can be seen as first indicators of potential causal paths which will be discussed in the

following section.

6.2. Discussion of Potential Conjunctural Paths

The truth table construction forms a fundamental part of most QCA studies and serves to identify
multivariate relationships representing sets of conditions that are jointly sufficient to produce an
outcome. However, as discussed in the methodology section, a truth table analysis using
conventional procedures cannot be applied here due to the limited diversity caused by the small
number of cases under investigation. Moreover, the truth table approach was initially primarily
meant to produce solution formulas that explain the sufficiency of binary conditions i.e., crisp sets.
Although methods have been developed to systematically transform crisp scores into fuzzy scores
(see, for instance, Ragin 2005), none of them allows for maximal set-theoretic ambiguity. In other
words, it is impossible to transform membership scores that are equal to 0.5. Yet, not only do
several of the observations take on a fuzzy score of 0.5, but the QSNA also revealed that in two
out of the five cases (Kurdistan, and Tamil Eelam) the diaspora was neither cohesive nor
fragmented along factional lines. This is a valuable finding in itself, and a testament to the

complexity of the phenomenon at hand.

Figure 10 Summary of the combined QSNA and QCA Results
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In lieu of the truth table procedure, the following last section synthesises the results of the bivariate
analysis, and case-specific insights derived from the QSNA in a way that contributes to theory
building through the advancement of potential causal chains whose external validity needs to be
tested in future large-N studies. The relevance of the individual and conjoint conditions displayed in
table 10 will be discussed relative to the role they play within and across the three socio-material

localities that delineate a diaspora’s field of action.

6.2.1. The Diaspora: Paradise lost, paradise restored!

The findings of the QCA suggest that host land related structural constrains and the physiognomy
of the diaspora have more explanatory potential than movement and country of origin specific
factors. The absence of second and third-generation diaspora groups, and pre-existing homophily
are sufficient for a network to display factionalised fragmentation, and dispersed network structures
and a preponderance of first-generation immigrants within the diasporic population are necessary
conditions for the occurrence of non-partisan cohesion.

The effects of generational differences are not as straightforward as hypothesised in
chapter 3 and are mediated by a factor which was not included in the QCA, namely, the time that
has passed since the arrival of the first migration wave. The Palestinian diaspora in Chile is almost
solely composed of second- and third-generation immigrants and in correspondence with the
theoretical expectations did not respond to the schisms on the ground. However, in cases where
there is an equal proportion of first and second/third-generation immigrants (i.e., maximal
ambiguity in set theoretical terms), the role second and third-generation immigrants play is
inconsistent because the susceptibility of first-generation immigrants depends on how long they
have been living in the country of residence at the time the interfactional conflict in question erupts.

The Tamil diaspora’s organisational landscape, for instance, is divided between
community-oriented institutions run by first-generation immigrants who, unlike first-generation
Southern Sudanese refugees residing in Canada, have been living abroad for decades and thus
mostly identify as Chileans of Palestinian descent and a group of post-war lobbying organisations
led by second-generation immigrants which are more polarised than their social welfare-oriented
counterparts. Conversely, second-generation Kosovo Albanians in Germany happily play in one of
the many Albanian football clubs and attend cultural events but show little interest in factional
animosities.

As validated by the QCA, homophily alone does not suffice to guarantee non-factionalised
network structures, yet diverse political and sectarian orientations typically coincide with
factionalised fragmentation unless they are mitigated by the relative distribution of power within the

community. Although it is true that pre-existing ideological clusters were activated by single
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movement factions, hegemonic network structures seem to prevent these clusters from emerging
in the first place and vice versa; or, to put it in regression analytical terms, it is very likely that the
two conditions are intercorrelated.

Additionally, in the five cases at hand sectarian and tribal tensions were less likely to spill
over than political ones just like pre-existing ideological variations among diaspora groups were
usually rather linked to diverging positions on the left-right/progressive-conservative spectrum than
to religious and denominational differences. Indeed, across cases, a fair share of diaspora groups
showcased an almost syncretic approach to nation-building: Southern Sudanese migrant
organisations in Canada and the US make use of Christian or Ubuntu imagery, Kosovo Albanian
Islamic congregations in Germany wish their Christian compatriots Merry Christmas, and
outspokenly secular, left-wing Palestinian and Kurdish organisations embrace inclusivity and

plurality as a distinct trademark.

6.2.2. The Movement: Homeland Calling. Nothing but smoke and mirrors? *'

The QCA results indicate that the source of intra-group conflict alone does not have a significant
impact on the likelihood of diaspora factionalisation. Disputes within the movement are often as
much about means as they are about ends and a faction’s ideological disposition will ultimately
also affect their preferred type of contentious action and the two are consequently hard to
distinguish from afar. If, however, there is a lack of diaspora governance policies and integration
into transnational advocacy networks, ideologically motivated frictions weigh heavier than
disagreements over means. In this sense, external institutional incentives mediate the effect of this
condition.

Diaspora governance policies do not only fulfii a mediating role but their absence is,
according to the QCA, necessary for factionalisation to occur and their presence sufficient for a
network to remain non-partisan in light of intra-group conflicts. The impact of state-led diaspora
involvement strategies is even stronger when it enjoys the support of 10s and INGOs as
exemplified by the UN-led state-building enterprise in Kosovo where diaspora governance policies
were built into the institutional set up of the newly independent state from the start. Single
movement factions are in most cases aware of the importance of the diaspora and develop
sophisticated outreach strategies but their target audience are individuals rather than organisations.
This is, firstly, because they lack the financial and diplomatic resources internationally supported
governmental bodies have at their disposal to launch cost-intensive diaspora engagement
initiatives such as exchange programmes or the maintenance of representative offices abroad.

Secondly, more extremist groups in particular, are sometimes proscribed as “Foreign Terrorist

31 The condition “Repression by External Adversary” will not be discussed here due to the variation related issues
explicated in the previous chapter.
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Organisations” (FTOs) and ipso facto banned from making an appearance on the host country’s
political landscape (e.g., YEK-KOM/NAV-DEM and numerous other PKK-affiliated groups in
Germany). All in all, this supports the assumption that the less institutionalised a de facto state’s
diaspora policies the higher the chance that single movement parties will mobilise the diaspora

along factional lines.

6.2.3. The International Arena: An amalgamation of liberalised hybrids!

The integration into transnational advocacy networks is neither necessary nor sufficient for a
diaspora to get drawn into interfactional quarrels but it is a sufficient condition for non-partisan
cohesion and, as mentioned above, can function as an important mediator for other conditions.
Diaspora groups and individuals have to navigate their way through a complex web of actors that
spans over three distinct yet overlapping socio-material spaces. The transnational arena generates
“networks of violence” (Adamson 2005) as much as it allows local, international, and diaspora
NGOs to form strong coalitions capable of exercising pressure on the de facto state as well as
partisan sub-groups within the diaspora to overcome internal cleavages and can therefore be
considered to be conductive to diaspora as well as movement cohesion.

The transnational arena continues to be shaped by liberalist ideals and a liberalist
institutional order which ipso facto sets the tone for successful engagement — a reality several
internationally active diaspora groups seem to have adapted too by adopting a human rights and
liberal peace inspired language. They draw public attention to the grievances they have
experienced in the past by deploying narratives that allude to genocidal events or other historical
instances of mass atrocities in a way that resonates with the grievances of other (historically)
oppressed ethnic or religious communities. In sum, civic nationalist, liberal internationalist, and
more universalist ethical belief systems (i.e., Christian, Ubuntu, or pacifist ideals) often work in
concert to produce a plethora of potent, non-partisan counter narratives thereby giving birth to

distinct, fully transnationalised, hybrid identities.

7. CONCLUSION & AVENUES FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

Better to reign in Hell, than serve in Heaven.
(Milton 200 [1667], . 242)

In 1998, the then incumbent President of the PA, Yasser Arafat, declared 15 May a national day of
remembrance. Since then, Palestinians around the world come together annually to commemorate

the “Nakba”, which literally translates as “The Catastrophe”, and refers to the mass exodus of
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about 750,000 Palestinians following the Israeli declaration of independence and subsequent
forcible displacement of Arab inhabitants in 1948. According to the most recent estimate by the
BADIL Resource Center (2018: xiv), the overall Palestinian displaced population is composed of
6.7 million 1948, and 1.24 million 1967 Palestinian refugees and their descendants.

Though both communities are equally proficient in the use of identity, action, and conflict
frames germane to a collectively shared diasporic experience of dispossession, alleged ethnic
cleansing, and expulsion from their ancestral homeland, the realties the Palestinians face in
Lebanon is fundamentally different from those of Chileans of Palestinian decent living in the Barrio
Patronato in Santiago de Chile.®? While the largest Palestinian refugee camp in Lebanon, the Ein
El Hilweh camp, has repeatedly been the scene of factional disputes between, inter alia, forces
loyal to Fatah and Salafi groups such as the “Bilal Badr group” (BBC 2017), “Chilestinians” whose
ancestors left Palestine more than a century ago, appear largely as a united front.

Even though frictions within secessionist movements are the rule rather than the exception,
the fast-paced shifts of alliances and interfactional and interpersonal rivalries on the ground are not
simply imported by the diaspora as they are. If anything, the findings of the five QSNAs presented
in chapter 4, attest that diaspora organisations are rather inert actors that prove to be quite resilient
to change that is happening within the “homeland” context. At first glance, this confirms
constructivist assumptions that group cohesion and an adherence to the primordial idea of an
independent, and united “Homeland” will prevent diasporas from mobilising along factional lines.
Yet, the findings of the QCA demonstrate that the dynamics of cohesion and fragmentation are
conditioned by the presence of external institutional incentives and opportunity structures provided
by transnational advocacy networks and their respective homeland’s diaspora governance policies.
Moreover, the results suggest that host land related structural constrains and the physiognomy of
the diaspora as well as the integration into transnational advocacy networks have more
explanatory potential than movement and country of origin specific factors which once more
speaks to the hybrid nature of diasporas.

Notwithstanding, it would be an oversimplification to conceive of diaspora communities as
nothing but an amalgamation of liberalised hybrids. The two Palestinian communities mentioned
above, for instance, represent two very distinct diasporic network configurations, each of which is
confined to the specific socio-material topologies they are embedded in. This example illustrates
that, even though the recent trend to think of diasporas as being embedded in a triple context
constitutes an important first step towards a de-essentialisation of the concept, it is also crucial not

to present diasporic trajectories as “unidirectional displacements toward peace and/or

32 “Barrio Patronato” is a working-class borough in Santiago de Chile also known as “the Palestinian
quarter”.
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opportunities” along a North-South axis.** Moreover, scholars such as Nina Glick Schiller (2013)
and Bruno Lefort (2021) have rightly warned that an overemphasis on the agency of organised
groups may paint a distorted picture of the relationship between the movement and the diaspora.
Since the scope of this study was limited to diaspora organisations located outside of their
region of origin, it can rightfully be accused of both shortcomings. This being said though, the
empirical evidence that was collected as part of the QCA clearly testifies to the unique role these
organisations play in shaping the dynamics of transported conflicts by simultaneously navigating
and mediating between the “homeland”, the country of residence, and the transnational arena. The
combination of meso- and macro-level data made it possible to link meso-level outcomes to
macro-level conditions and vice versa and has generated important results which future studies
should compare to (a) micro-level mobilisation patterns and individual decision-making rationales
in light of intra-group conflict (e.g. based on survey data or focus group discussions) as well as (b)
the relative resilience of diaspora groups and/or individuals who settle in neighbouring states.
Methodologically speaking, the QCA is only a first step in the process of initiating a
dialogue between theoretical assumptions about the relationship between movement
fragmentation and diaspora cohesion and its empirical manifestations. In order to be able to derive
more rigorous statements about jointly sufficient set-theoretical relations, (c) a revised, medium-N
QCA covering a maximum of logically possible combinations of conditions should be conducted.
Given QCAs deterministic lineage, it would also be advisable to (d) test the findings’ external
validity in large-N studies using probabilistic methods. Finally, as recommended by Cooper and
Glaesser (2012), additional within-case process-tracing techniques should be employed to identify

the mechanisms behind the observed associations in more detail.

33 B. Lefort, “Complex Itineraries. Towards Renewed Understandings of Diasporic Identities”, DIASCON, Available
at https://www.diascon.eu/ (Last accessed 29 May 2021).

67 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



REFERENCES

F.

I

B. Adamson, "Globalisation, transnational political mobilisation, and networks of violence", Cambridge
Review of International Affairs 18, 1, 2006, 31-49.

. B. Adamson, “Crossing Borders. International Migration and National Security”, International Security, 31,

1, 2006, 165-199.

. B. Adamson, «Mechanisms of diaspora mobilization and the transnationalization of civil war», in J. T.

Checkel, (ed.), Transnational Dynamics of Civil War, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 63—88.

. B. Adamson and M. Demetriou, “Remapping the Boundaries of 'State’ and 'National Identity' Incorporating

Diasporas into IR Theorizing”, European Journal of International Relations 13, 4, 2007, 489-526.

. B. Adamson and M. Koinova, The global city as a space for transnational identity politics, Working Paper.

England, School of African and Oriental Studies, 2013.

. E. Aldrich, Organizations and Environments, Stanford, CA, Stanford Business Books, 2007.

. Alinia, & B. Eliassi, “Temporal and Generational Impact on Identity. Home(Land) and Politics of Belonging

Among the Kurdish Diaspora". Nordic Journal of Migration Research 4, 2, 2014, 73-81.

. D. Alonso, & H. Mylonas, “The microfoundations of diaspora politics. Unpacking the state and

disaggregating the diaspora.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 45, 4, 2019, 473-491.

. Anderson, Imagined Communities, London, Verso, 1983.
. Anderson, The Spectre of Comparisons. Nationalism: Southeast Asia, and the World, London, Verso,

1998.

. Appadurai (1995): «The Production of Locality», in R. Fardon (ed.), Counterworks: Managing the Diversity

of Knowledge, London, Routledge, 1995, 204—-225.

. Asal, M. Brown & A. Dalton, “Why Split? Organizational Splits Among Ethnopolitical Organizations in the

Middle East”, Journal of Conflict Resolution 56, 1, 2012, 94—117.

. Asal, & R. W. Ayres, “Attention Getters: Diaspora Support for Ethno—Political Organizations in the Middle

East”. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 41, 1, 2018, 24-38.

. Asal, W. Ayres, & Y. Kubota, “Friends in high places. State support for violent and non-violent

ethnopolitical organizations”, Dynamics of Asymmetric Conflict, 12, 3, 2019, 208-222.

. J. Aukes, L. E. Bontje, & J. H. Slinger, “Narrative and Frame Analysis: Disentangling and Refining Two

Close Relatives by Means of a Large Infrastructural Technology Case”, In Forum qualitative
Sozialforschung, 21, 2, 2020, n. p..

BADIL Resource Center, Survey of Palestinian Refugees and Internally Displaced Persons, 2016-2018, Vol

C.
K.

D.

R.
B.

IX. Bethlehem, BADIL Resource Center, 2018.

Baeza, “Palestinians in Latin America”, Journal of Palestine Studies, 43, 2, 2014, 59-72.

M. Bakke, K. G. Cunningham, and L. J. M. Seymour, “A Plague of Initials. Fragmentation, Cohesion, and
Infighting in Civil Wars”, Perspectives on Politics, 10, 2, 2012, 265-283.

B. Balser, “The Impact of Environmental Factors on Factionalism and Schism in Social Movement
Organizations”, Social Forces 76, 1, 1997, 199-228.

Baroud, “The ‘Chilestinians’ as a model for Palestinian”, Arab News, 09 March 2020.

Baser, & A. Swain, “Diasporas as peacemakers: third party mediation in homeland conflicts”, International
Journal on World Peace 7, 7, 2008, 7—-28.

68 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



B. Baser, “Engaging Diasporas in Development and State-Building: The Role of the Kurdish Diaspora and
Returnees in Rebuilding the Kurdistan Region of Iraq”, Ethnopolitics 18, 1, 2019, 76-91.

R. Baubdck, and T. Faist, “The Rights and Duties of External Citizenship”, Citizenship Studies 13, 5, 2009,
475-499.

N. Bawalsa, “Palestine West of the Andes”, in NACLA Report on the Americas 50, 1, 2018, 34-39.

P. Bazeley, “Integrative analysis strategies for mixed data sources”, American Behavioral Scientist, 56, 6,
2012, 814-828.

BBC, “Clashes rock Palestinian refugee camp in Lebanon”, 10 April 2017.

V. Beaume, Politics resettled: The case of the Palestinian diaspora in Chile. Working Paper Series 128,
Oxford, Refugee Studies Centre, Oxford Department of International Development, 219.

A. Beha, Between Stabilisation and Democratisation. Elections, Political Parties and Intra-Party Democracy
in Kosovo, Prishtina, Friedrich Ebert Stiftung, 2017.

R. Belloni, The Birth of South Sudan and the Challenges of Statebuilding, Ethnopolitics, 10 3-4, 2011, 411—
429.

E. Bellotti, “Qualitative Methods and Visualizations in the Study of Friendship Networks”, Sociological
Research Online, 21, 2, 2016, 198-216.

R. Bhaskar, A Realist Theory of Science, Second Edition, Sussex, The Harvester Press, 1978.

M. Bloom, “Palestinian Suicide Bombing: Public Support, Market Share, and Outbidding”, Political Science
Quarterly, 119, 1, 2004, 61-88.

J. D. Brewer, “The ethics of ethical debates in peace and conflict research: Notes towards the development
of a research covenant”, Methodological Innovations, 9, 2016, 1-11.

J. M. Brinkerhoff, “Digital diasporas and conflict prevention: The case of Somalinet.com”, Review of
International Studies, 32,1, 2006, 25-47.

J. M. Brinkerhoff, “Diaspora Identity and the Potential for Violence: Toward an Identity-Mobilization
Framework, Identity”, An International Journal of Theory and Research 8, 1, 2008, 67— 88.

J. M. Brinkerhoff, Digital Diasporas. Identity and Transnational Engagement, New York, Cambridge
University Press, 2009.

J. M. Brinkerhoff, “Diasporas and Conflict Societies: Conflict Entrepreneurs, Competing Interests or
Contributors to Stability and Development?” Conflict, Security & Development 11, 2, 2011, 115-143.

J. M. Brinkerhoff, “Diaspora Policy in Weakly Governed Arenas and the Benefits of Multipolar Engagement:
Lessons from the Coptic Orthodox Church in Egypt”, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 45, 4, 2019,
561-576.

I. Briscoe, & M. Price, Kosovo’s new map of power: governance and crime in the wake of independence,
May 2011, The Hague, Netherlands Institute for International Relations, 2011.

L. Broker, Any Hope for a Kurdish State? The United States, Germany and the Pro-spects of Kurdish Self-
Determination, Washington, Heinrich-Boll-Stiftung North America, 2016.

A. D. Brown, “A Narrative Approach to Collective Identities”, Journal of Management Studies 43, 4, 2006,
731-753.

R. Brubaker, & F. Cooper, “Beyond 'identity”, Theory and Society 29, 1, 2000, 1-47.

69 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



. Byman, P. Chalk, B. Hoffman, W. Rosenau, & D. Brennan, Trends in Outside Support for Insurgent
Movements, Santa Monica, Rand, 2001.
. S. Byrne, “Complexity, configurations and cases”, Theory, Culture and Society 22, 5, 2005, 95-111.

. Caruth, “Demystifying Mixed Methods Research Design: A Review of the Literature”, Mevlana
International Journal of Education 3, 2013, 112-122.

. Carment, and R. Calleja, “Diasporas and Fragile states: Beyond remittances assessing the theoretical
and policy linkages”, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 44, 8, 2018, 1270-1288.

. Caspersen, “Intragroup Divisions in Ethnic Conflicts: From Popular Grievances to Power Struggles”,
Nationalism and Ethnic Politics 14, 2, 2008, 239-265.

. Cederman, N. B. Weidmann, & K. Gleditsch: “Horizontal Inequalities and Ethnonationalist Civil War: A
Global Comparison”, American Political Science Review, 105, 3), 2011, 478-495.

. Centola, & M. Macy, “Complex Contagions and the Weakness of Long Ties”, American Journal of
Sociology 113, 3, 2007, 702-734.

K. Chandra, Ethnic parties and democratic stability, Perspectives on Politics 3, 2, 2005, 235-252.

F. Christia, Alliance Formation in Civil Wars, New York, Cambridge University Press, 2012.

F. Cochrane, B. Baser, & A. Swain, “Home Thoughts from Abroad: The Variable Impacts of Diasporas on

Peace-Building”, Studies in Conflict and Terrorism 32, 8, 2009, 681-704.

. Collier, Economic Causes of Civil Conflict and their Implications for Policy, Washington, D.C., World Bank,
2000.

. Collier, & A. Hoeffler, Greed and Grievances in Civil War, Policy Paper 2355, Washington, D.C.: World
Bank, 2000.

. Collier, & A. Hoeffler, “Greed and Grievance in Civil War”, Oxford Economic Papers 56, 4, 2014, 563-595.

. Collier, A. Hoeffler, & D. Rohner, “Beyond Greed and Grievance: Feasibility and Civil War”, Oxford
Economic Papers 61, 1, 2009, 1-27.

. Cooper, & J. Glaesser, “Qualitative Work and the Testing and Development of Theory. Lessons from a
Study Combining Cross-Case and Within-Case Analysis via Ragin's QCA”. In Forum Qualitative
Sozialforschung 13, 2, 2012, n.p..

. R. Craven, Thinking about governance through diasporas. Decentering the state and challenging the
external/internal  binary. = SFB-Governance  Working Paper Series 76, Berlin, DFG-
Sonderforschungsbereich 700 “Governance in Areas of Limited Statehood”.

. R. Craven, “Networks do not float freely: (Dis)entangling the politics of Tamil diaspora inclusion in
development governance”, Global Networks, 2020, 1-22.

. G. Cunningham, "Actor fragmentation and civil war bargaining: How internal divisions generate civil
conflict." American Journal of Political Science, 57, 3, 2013, 659-672.

. Cuzan, “Resource Mobilization and Political Opportunity in the Nicaraguan Revolution: The Theory”, The
American Journal of Economics and Sociology 49, 4, 1990, 401-412.

. Darieva, “Journey to the future: Imaginaries and motivations for homeland trips among diasporic
Armenians”, Global Networks, 17, 3, 2017, 423-440.

. C. David, J. M. Atun, E. Fille, & C. Monterola, “Finding Frames: Comparing Two Methods of Frame
Analysis”, Communication Methods and Measures 5, 4, 2011, 329-351.

. Deleuze, & F. Guattari, A thousand plateaus, Minneapolis, University of Minnesota Press, 1987.

. Demmers, “Diaspora and Conflict: Locality, long-distance Nationalism and Delocalisation of Conflict

Dynamics”, The Public 9, 1, 2002, 85-96.

70 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



J. Demmers, “New Wars and Diasporas: Suggestions for Research and Policy”, Journal of Peace Conflict &
Development 11, 1, 2007, 1-26.

S. Demmrich, & M. Arakon, “Kurdish, Turkish, German? Identificative integration of Kurds in Germany”,
Ethnic and Racial Studies 44, 4, 2021, 659-678.

M. Diani, «Social movements, contentious actions, and social networks: From metaphor to substance?» M.
Diani, & D. McAdam (eds.), Social Movements and Networks: Relational Approaches to Collective Action,
Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2003, 1-20.

M. Diani, & D. McAdam, (eds.), Social Movements and Networks. Relational Approaches to Collective Action,
Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2003.

J. Dickinson, “The political geographies of diaspora strategies "Rethinking the ‘sending state’” Geography
Compass 11, 2017, 1-22.

M. Emirbayer, “Manifesto for a Relational Sociology”, American Journal of Sociology 103, 2, 1997, 281-317.

Equatorian South Sudanese Community Association of Canada, ESSCA-Canada, Conference Report, 2013.

European Council on Foreign Relations, ECFR, Mapping Palestine, 2020.

T. Faist, “Transnational Social Spaces out of International Migration. Evolution, Significance, and Future
Prospects”, Archives of European Sociology 39, 2, 1998, 213-247.

Federal Ministry of the Interior, Verfassungsschutzbericht 2010, second edition, 2013.

E. Féron, “Transporting and Re-Inventing Conflicts: Conflict-Generated Diasporas and Conflict
Autonomisation”, Cooperation and Conflict 52, 3, 2017, 360-376.

E., Féron, and B. Lefort, “Diasporas and conflicts — understanding the nexus”, Diaspora Studies 12, 1, 2019,
34-51.

C. Flesher Fominaya, “Collective Identity in Social Movements: Central Concepts and Debates. Sociology
Compass” 4, 6, 2010, 393-404.

H. Fjelde; & D. Nilsson, “Rebels against rebels: Explaining violence between rebel groups” Journal of
Conflict Resolution 56, 4, 2012, 604-628.

D. Gartenstein-Ross, S. Hodgson, D. Bellutta, C. Pulice, & V. S. Subrahmanian, “When Jihadist Factions
Split: A Data-Driven Network Analysis”, Studies in Conflict & Terrorism, October 2019, 1-25.

E. K. Gade, M. Gabbay, M. M. Hafez, & Z. Kelly, “Networks of Cooperation: Rebel Alliances in Fragmented
Civil Wars”, Journal of Conflict Resolution 63, 9, 2019a, 2071-2097.

E. K. Gade, M. M. Hafez, and M. Gabbay, “Fratricide in rebel movements: A network analysis of Syrian
militant infighting, Journal of Peace Research 56, 3, 2019b, 321-335.

A. Gamlen, “Diaspora Institutions and Diaspora Governance”, International Migration Review 48, 1,
2014,180-217.

L. A. Gale, A bridge between two worlds: Leadership among resettled Sudanese youth in an American city.
Research Paper 211, Geneva, The UN Refugee Agency, 2011.

L. Gerrits, & S. Verweij, “Critical Realism as a Meta-Framework for Understanding the Relationships
between Complexity and Qualitative Comparative Analysis”, Journal of Critical Realism 12, 2, 2013, 166-
182.

71 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



N. Glick Schiller, «The Transnational Migration and Paradigm. Global Perspectives on Migration Research»,
in D. Halm & Z. Segin (eds.), Migration and Organized Civil Society: Rethinking National Policy, New
York, Routledge, 2013, 25-44.

G. Goertz, & J. Mahoney, A Tale of Two Cultures. Qualitative and Quantitative Research in the Social
Sciences, Princeton, Oxford, Princeton University Press, 2012.

E. Goffman, Stigma: Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity, Englewood Cliffs, N.J., Prentice-Hall,
1963.

E. Goffman, Frame Analysis. An Essay on the Organization of Experience, New York, Harper & Row, 1974.

T. Granzow, A. Hasenclever, & J. Sandig, “Introduction: Framing Political Violence — A Micro-Approach to
Civil War Studies”, Civil Wars 17, 2, 2015, 113-119.

T. Greckhamer, V. F. Misangyi, & P. C. Fiss, (2013): «The two QCAs. From a small-N to a large-N set
theoretic approachy, in Configurational Theory and Methods in Organizational Research in the Sociology
of Organizations, 38, Bingley, Emerald Group Publishing Ltd., 49-75.

M. M. Gunter, “Kurdish Disunity in Historical Perspective”, Sefon Hall Journal of Diplomacy and International
Relations, 2018, 26-45.

K. D. Gutiérrez, & A. Calabrese Barton, “The possibilities and limits of the structure-agency dialectic in
advancing science for all”, Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 52, 4, 2015, 574-583.

L. Guyot, From Arms to Politics: The New Struggle of the Tamil Diaspora, Noria-Research, May 2017.

J. Hall, The Impact of Diasporas on Civil War and Peace: A Review and Critique of Theory and Evidence,
Workshop on Transnational Migrant Communities and the Study of Civil War, PRIO, Oslo, 2008.

J. Hase, “Repetition, adaptation, institutionalization: How the narratives of political communities change”,
Ethnicities 0(0), 2021, 1-22.

S. Heath, A. Fuller, & B. Johnston, “Chasing shadows: defining network boundaries in qualitative social
network analysis”, Qualitative Research 9, 5, 2009, 645-661.

J. Preissle, R. Glover-Kudon, E. A. Rohan, J. E. Boehm, & A. DeGroff, «Putting Ethics on the Mixed Methods
Map», in S. Hesse-Biber, R. Johnson, J. Preissle, R. Glover-Kudon, E. Rohan, J. Boehm, & A. DeGroff,
The Oxford Handbook of Multimethod and Mixed Methods Research Inquiry, Oxford, Oxford University
Press, 2015, 144-164.

M. Hoehne, D. Feyissa, M. Abdile, & C. Schmitz-Pranghe, Differentiating the Diaspora. Reflections on
diasporic engagement ‘for peace’ in the Horn of Africa, Working Paper 124, Halle, Max Plank Institute for
Social Anthropology, 2010.

G. Hogan, & C. Walker, Political Violence and the Law in Ireland, Manchester, UK: Manchester University
Press, 1989.

D. L. Horowitz, Ethnic groups in conflict, Berkeley, CA, University of California Press, 1985.

International Crisis Group, Relaunching the Kosovo-Serbia Dialogue. Europe Report 262, Brussels,
International Crisis Group, 2021.

International Organisation for Migration (IOM), Kosovo approves first diaspora strategy, IOM Kosovo, 2013.

R. B. Johnson, & A. J. Onwuegbuzie, “Mixed methods research: A research paradigm whose time has come”,
Educational Researcher, 33, 7, 2004, 14-26.

72 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



J. Jongerden, “Governing Kurdistan. Self-Administration in the Kurdistan Regional Government in Iraq and

O

M.

the Democratic Federation of Northern Syria”, Ethnopolitics 18, 1, 2008, 61-75.

. Kaldor, New and Old Wars, Cambridge, Polity, 1999.

. Kalyvas, “The Ontology of ‘Political Violence’: Action and Identity in Civil Wars”, Perspectives on Politics 1,

3, 2003, 475-494.

. Kalyvas, “Ethnic Defection in Civil War”, Comparative Political Studies, 41, 8, 2008, 1043—-1068.
. J. Kaufman, Modern hatreds: The symbolic politics of ethnic war, New York, Cornell University Press,

2011.

. Keck, & K. Sikkink, Activists beyond Borders. Advocacy Networks in International Politics, Ithaca, New

York, Cornell University Press, 1998.

. Kindersly, “Traitors, Sellouts, & Political Loyalty in the New State of South Sudan”, 27 June 2012.
. Knoke, and S. Yang, Social Network Analysis, Second Edition, Thousand Oaks, CA, Sage, 2008.

. Koinova, Conditions and Timing of Moderate and Radical Diaspora Mobilization: Evidence from Conflict-

Generated Diasporas, Global Migration and Transnational Politics Working Paper 9, Washington DC,
George Mason University, 2009.

. Koinova, “Diasporas and secessionist conflicts: the mobilization of the Armenian, Albanian and Chechen

diasporas”, Ethnic and Racial Studies 34, 2, 333-356, 2011.

. Koinova, “Four Types of Diaspora Mobilization: Albanian Diaspora Activism For Kosovo Independence in

the US and the UK”, Foreign Policy Analysis 9, 4, 2013, 433-453.
Koinova, “Diaspora mobilisation for conflict and post-conflict reconstruction: Contextual and comparative
dimensions”, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 44, 8, 2017, 1251-1269.

Kosovar Institute for Policy Research and Development (KIPRED), What happened to Kosovo Albanians:

The impact of religion on the ethnic identity in the state building-period, Prishtina, KIPRED, 2016.

. Krause, “The Structure of Success: How the Internal Distribution of Power Drives Armed Group Behavior

and National Movement Effectiveness, International Security 38, 3, 2013/14, 72-116.

. Krause, “Rebel Power: Why National Movements Compete, Fight, and Win”, Ithaca, Cornell University

Press, 2017.

L. B. D. Kuol, South Sudan: The Elusive Quest for a Resilient Social Contract? Journal of Intervention and

A.

M.

Statebuilding, 14, 1, 2020, 64-83.

Kurz, «A Conflict within a Conflict: The Fatah-Hamas Strife and the Israeli-Palestinian Political Process»,
in G. Sher & A. Kurz (eds.): Negotiating in Times of Conflict, Tel Aviv, Institute for National Security
Studies, 2015, 81-94.

. Lawrence, “Triggering Nationalist Violence: Competition and Conflict in Uprisings against Colonial Rule”,

International Security 35, 2, 2010, 88—122.
I. Lichbach, The Rebel’s Dilemma, Ann Arbor, Michigan University Press, 1995.

F. Lavlie, “Questioning the Secular-Religious Cleavage in Palestinian Politics. Comparing Fatah and Hamas”,

Politics and Religion, 7, 1, 100-121, 2014.

T. Lyons, Engaging diasporas to promote conflict resolution: Transforming hawks into doves, Working Paper

presented at the Institute for Global Conflict and Cooperation Washington Policy Seminar, 2004.

73 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



T.

M.

Lyons, “Conflict-generated diasporas and transnational politics in Ethiopia®’, Conflict, Security &
Development, 7, 4, 2007, 529 —549.

E. Martin, Ethnonationalist Conflict-Generated Diaspora Use of Social Media in Transnational Political
Engagement in Homeland Conflict: The Case of Rwanda, PhD Thesis, University of Bradford, 2013.

J. McCarthy, & M. Zald, “Resource Mobilization and Social Movements: A Partial Theory”, American Journal

A.

of Sociology, 82, 6,1212-1241, 1977.

. McLauchlin, “Desertion and Collective Action in Civil Wars”, International Studies Quarterly, 59, 669-679,
2015.
. McLauchlin, & W. Pearlman, “Out-Group Conflict, In-Group Unity? Exploring the Effect of Repression on

Intramovement Cooperation”, Journal of Conflict Resolution, 56, 1, 2012, 41-66.
McMahon, & P. A. Chow-White, “News media encoding of racial reconciliation: Developing a peace
journalism model for the analysis of 'cold’ conflict”, Media, Culture & Society, 33, 7, 2011, 989-1007.

. A. Mello, Qualitative Comparative Analysis: An Introduction to Research Design and Application,

Washington, D.C., Georgetown University Press, 2021.

. Melucci, “The New Social Movements: A Theoretical Approach”, Social Science Information 19, 2, pp.

199-226, 1980.

. Melucci (1988): Getting Involved. Identity and Mobilization in Social Movements. In International Social

Movement Research (1), 329-348, 1988.

. Melucci (1995): «The process of collective identity», in H. Johnston, & B. Klanderman (eds.), Social

Movements and Culture, Minnesota, University of Minnesota Press, 1995, 41-63.
Melucci, Challenging Codes. Collective Action in the Information Age, Cambridge, Cambridge University
Press, 1996.

J. M. Mendel & C. C. Ragin, FsQCA: Dialog Between Jerry M. Mendel & Charles C. Ragin, USC-SIPI Report,

411, 2011, 1-43.

J. Milton, Paradise Lost, London; New York, Penguin Books, 2000 [1667].

A.

A. Mohamoud, Mobilising African Diaspora for the Promotion of Peace in Africa, Policy report for the
Netherlands Ministry of Foreign Affairs Sub-Sahara Department, Amsterdam, SAHAN Wetenschappelijk
Adviesbureau, 2005a.

. A. Mohamoud, Untapped Potential for Peace-Building in the Homelands, People Building Peace I,

Utrecht, European Centre for Conflict Prevention, 2005b.

. Morrison, «The Emergence of the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions Movement», in F. S. Gerges (ed.),

Contentious Politics in the Middle East: Popular Resistance and marginalized Activism beyond the Arab
Uprisings, New York, Palgrave Macmillan, 2015, 229-258.

. A. Olsen (2014): “Telling Our Stories: Narrative and Framing in the Movement for Same-Sex Marriage”,

Social Movement Studies 13, 2, 2014, 248-266.
Jstergaard-Nielsen, International Migration and Sending Countries: Perceptions, Policies and

Transnational Relations, Hamphsire and New York, Palgrave Macmillan, 2003.

. Dstergaard-Nielsen (2006): Diasporas and conflict: Part of the problem or part of the solution? DIIS Brief

no. Copenhagen, Danish Institute for International Studies (DIIS).

74 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



E.

Paasche, “Elites and emulators: The evolution of Iraqi Kurdish asylum migration to Europe”, Migration
Studies, 8, 2, 2020, 189-220.
Perteshi, Foreign Fighters and Kosovo’s Diaspora: The case of Germany, Policy Background Paper.

Berlin/Pristina, Berghof Foundation and Kosovar Center for Security Studies, 2020.

. Petersen, Resistance and Rebellion. Lessons from Eastern Europe, Cambridge, Cambridge University

Press, 2001.

. Petersen, Understanding ethnic violence: Fear, hatred, and resentment in twentieth century Eastern

Europe, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2000.

. D. Pina, Palestinian Factions, Congressional Research Service Reports, United States, UNT Libraries

Government Documents Department, 2005.

. Pirkkalainen, and M. Abdile, The Diaspora — Conflict — Peace — Nexus. A Literature Review, Working

Paper 1, Jyvaskyla, Diasporas for Peace (DIASPEACE), University of Jyvaskyla, 2009.

. Pischedda: “Wars within Wars: Why Windows of Opportunity and Vulnerability Cause Inter-rebel Fighting

in Internal Conflicts”, International Security, 43, 1, 2018, 138-176.

. Pischedda, Conflict Among Rebels: Why Insurgent Groups Fight Each Other, New York, Columbia

University Press, 2020.

. Plank, “When Peace Leads to Divorce: The Splintering of Rebel Groups in Powersharing Agreements”,

Civil Wars, 19, 2, 2017, 176-197.

. Polletta, & J. Jasper, “Collective Identity and Social Movements”, Annual Review of Sociology, 27, 1, 2001,

283-305.

. Quarcoo, A Brief Guide to South Sudan’s Fragile Peace, Carnegy Endowment for International Peace,
2019.

. Rabushka, & K.A. Shepsle, “Political entrepreneurship and patterns of democratic instability in plural

societies”, Race and Class 12, 4, 1971, 461-476.

. C. Ragin, Fuzzy-set social science, Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 2000.
. C. Ragin, From Fuzzy Sets to Crisp Truth Tables, Working Paper, Arizona, University of Arizona, 2005.

. C. Ragin, «Set Relations in Social Research: Evaluating Their Consistency and Coverage», Political

Analysis 14, 3, 291-310, 2006. « »

. C. Ragin, Measurement versus calibration: A set-theoretic approach., In J.M. Box-Steffensmeier, H. E.

Brady & D. Collier (eds.), The Oxford handbook of political methodology, 2008, 174-198.

. C. Ragin, “Comment: Lucas and Szatrowski in critical perspective”, Sociological Methodology, 44, 1, 2014,

80-94.

. Rao, C. Morrill, & M. N. Zald, “Power Plays: How Social Movements and Collective Action Create New

Organizational Forms”, Research in Organizational Behaviour, 22, 2000, 237-281.

. Richards, An Institutional History of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) Role and Governance of

Islamic Charitable Institutions, CCDP Working Paper 1. Geneva, Centre on Conflcit, Development, and
Peacebuilding, 2014.

I. Rohlfing, “Why simulations are appropriate for evaluating Qualitative Comparative Analysis”, Quality &

M.

Quantity , 50, 2016, 2073-2084.

Sageman, Understanding Terror Networks, Pennsylvania, University of Pennsylvania Press, 2004.

75 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



W. Safran, “Diasporas in Modern Societies: Myths of Homeland and Return”, Diaspora: A Journal of

Transnational Studies 1, 1, 1991, 83-99.

I. Salehyan, “The delegation of war to rebel organizations”, Journal of Conflict Resolution, 54, 3, 493-515,

G.

C.

C.

C.

M.

2010.

Sary, Kurdish Self-governance in Syria: Survival and Ambition, Research Paper September 2016,
Programme. London, Chatham House, 2016.

Saunders, “Double-edged swords? Collective identity and solidarity in the environment movement”, The
British Journal of Sociology, 59, 2, 2008, 227-253.

. Schlegel, “Innerpalastinensische Machtfrage als Schlissel fiir die Lésung des Nahost-Konflikts®,

Zeitschrift fiir AuBen- und Sicherheitspolitik, 8, 3, 2015, 327-334.

Q. Schneider & C. Wagemann, Standards of good practice in qualitative comparative analysis (QCA) and
fuzzy-sets, Comparative Sociology, 9, 3, 2010, 397-418.

Q. Schneider & C. Wagemann, Set-theoretic methods for the social sciences. A guide to qualitative
comparative analysis, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2012.

Schomerus & L. Aalen (eds.), “Considering the State: Perspectives on South Sudan's subdivision and

federalism debate”, London, Overseas Development Institute, 2011.

L. J. M. Seymour, K. M. Bakke & K. G. Cunningham, “E pluribus unum, ex uno plures: Competition, violence,

M.

I > N @®

and fragmentation in ethnopolitical movements”, Journal of Peace Research 53, 1, 2016, 3-18.
L. Schwalbe & D. Mason-Shrock, “Identity Work as Group Process”, Advances in Group Processes, 13,
113, 113-147, 1996.

. Shain, “The Role of Diasporas in Conflict Perpetuation and Resolution”, SAIS Review, 22, 2, 2000, 115-

144.

. Shulika, & N. Okeke-Uzodike, “Inter-Ethnic Conflict in South Sudan: A Challenge to Peace”, Confiict

Trends, 3, 2013, 24-30.

. Siegel, “Social Networks and Collective Action”, American Journal of Political Science , 53, 1, 2009, 122-

138.

. Soda & S. Furnari, “Exploring the topology of the plausible. Fs/QCA counterfactual analysis and the

plausible fit of unobserved organizational configurations”, Strategic Organization, 10, 3, 2012, 285-296.

. Sheffer, Diaspora Politics, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2003.

. Skrbis, Long-distance Nationalism: Diasporas, Homelands and Identities, Brookfield, Ashgate, 1999.

. Smith, National Identity, Reno, University of Nevada Press, 1991.

. Smith & P. Stares, Diaspora in confiict: Peace-makers or peace-wreckers?, Tokyo, United Nations

University Press, 2007.

. Snow & R. Benford, «Master frames and cycles of protest», in C. Mueller & A. Morris (Eds): Frontiers of

Social Movement Theory. Connecticut: Yale University Press, 1992, 133—155.

. Snow, Collective Identity and Expressive Forms, CSD Working Papers, California, Center for the Study of

Democracy, University of California, 2001.

. Staniland, “Between a Rock and a Hard Place: Insurgent Fratricide, Ethnic Defection, and the Rise of Pro-

State Paramilitaries”, Journal of Conflict Resolution, 56, 1, 2012, 16—40.

76 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



P. Staniland, Networks of Rebellion: Explaining Insurgent Cohesion and Collapse, Ithaca, Cornell University
Press, 2014.

S. J. Stedman, “Spoiler problems in peace processes”, International Security 22, 2, 1997, 5-53.

K. Stokke & A. K. Ryntveit, “The Struggle for Tamil Eelam in Sri Lanka” Growth and Change, 31, 1, 2000,
285-304.

S. Subramanian, This Divided Island: Life, Death, and the Sri Lankan War, New York, Thomas Dunne Books,
2015.

C. Sutherland, Nationalism in the twenty-first century, Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan, 2011.

S. Tarrow, Power in Movements, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1998.

S. Tarrow, «Contentious Politics», in D. Della Porta & M. Diani (eds.), The Oxford handbook of social
movements, Oxford/New York, Oxford University Press, 2015.

E. Thomann & M. Maggetti, “Designing Research with Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA): Approaches,
Challenges, and Tools”, Sociological Methods & Research, 49, 2, 2020, 356-386.

C. Tilly, The Contentious French, Cambridge, MA, Harvard University Press, 1986.

C. Tilly, The Politics of Collective Violence, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2003.

M. Toivanen & B. Baser, “Diasporas’ Multiple Roles in Peace and Conflict: A Review of Current Debates”,
Migration Letters, 17, 1, 2020, 47-57.

K. Tétolian, “The Nation State and its Others: In Lieu of a Preface”, Diaspora 1, 1, 1991, 3-7.

A. A. Troco, “Determinants of Successful Secessions in Post-Colonial Africa: The Case of South Sudan”,
Brazilian Journal of African Studies, 3, 6, 55-74, 2018.

C. Tucker, “Using Social Network Analysis and Framing to Assess Collective Identity in the Genetic
Engineering Resistance Movement of Aotearoa New Zealand”, Social Movement Studies 12(1), 2013, 81-
95.

D. Tutu, God Has a Dream: A Vision of Hope for our Time, New York, Doubleday, 2004.

United Nations (UN), General assembly votes overwhelmingly to accord Palestine ‘non-member observer
state’ status in united nations, News Release, GA/11317, 29 November 2012 .

United Nations Development Program (UNDP), Social Cohesion in Kosovo: Context review and entry-points,
Report, 2019.

United Nations Human Rights Council (OHCHR), Report of the independent commission of inquiry
established pursuant to resolution S 21-1, A/HRC/29/52, OHCHR, 2015.

United Nations Refugee Agency (UNHCR), Country Operation’s Profile — South Sudan, 2013.

United Nations Refugee Agency (UNHCR), Global Trends. Forced Displacement in 2019, 2020.

A. Vali, «Genealogies of the Kurds: Constructions of Nation and National Identity in Kurdish Historical
Writing», in A. Vali (Ed.): Essays on the origins of Kurdish nationalism, Costa Mesa, Calif, Mazda
Publishing (Kurdish studies series, 4), 58-115.

J. S. Viterna, “Women in War: The Micro-Processes of Mobilization in El Salvador”, New York, Oxford
University Press, 2013.

S. Voytiv, “Conflict reterritorialization: Shifting group boundaries in the diaspora during the armed conflict in
the ‘homeland™, European Journal of Cultural and Political Sociology, 8, 2, 2021, 197-218.

77 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



O. Walton (2015): “Framing disputes and organizational legitimation: UK based Sri Lankan Tamil diaspora
groups' use of the ‘genocide’ frame since 2009”, Ethnic and Racial Studies, 38, 6, 959-975.

T. C. Warren & K. K. Troy, “Explaining Violent Intra-Ethnic Conflict: Group Fragmentation in the Shadow of
State Power”, Journal of Conflict Resolution, 59, 3, 2015, 1-26.

S. S. Wassara, “South Sudan: State sovereignty challenged at infancy”, Journal of Eastern African Studies, 9,
4, 2015, 634-649.

M. Weber, «kEconomy and Society. An outline of interpretive sociology», G. Roth, and C. Wittich, (eds). New
York, Bedminister Press, 1968.

H. C. White, Identity and Control: A Structural Theory of Social Action, Princeton, Princeton UP, 1992.

H. C. White, The Content of the Form: Narrative Discourse and Historical Representation, Baltimore, Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1987.

S. Witteborn, «Digital Diasporay, in J. Retis & R. Tsagarousianou (eds.): The Handbook of Diasporas, Media,
and Culture, New Jersey, John Wiley & Sons, 2019, 179-192.

E. Wood, The ethical challenges of field research in conflict zones, Qualitative Sociology 29, 2006, 373-386.

R. M. Wood & J. D. Kathman, “Competing for the Crown: Inter-rebel Competition and Civilian Targeting in
Civil War”, Political Research Quarterly, 68, 1, 2015, 167-179.

M. Woldemariam, “Battlefield Outcomes and Rebel Cohesion: Lessons From the Eritrean Independence
War”, Terrorism and Political Violence, 28, , 2016, 135-156.

R. Yousefi Nooraie, J. Sale, A. Marin & L. E. Ross, “Social Network Analysis. An Example of Fusion
Between Quantitative and Qualitative Methods”, Journal of Mixed Methods Research 14, 1, 2020, 110—
124.

M. Zachariadis, M. Scott & M. Barrett, Designing mixed-method research inspired by a critical realism
philosophy: A tale from the field of IS innovation, ICIS 2010 Proceedings 265, 2010.

C. Zambakari, “Post-Referendum South Sudan: Political Violence, New Sudan and Democratic Nation-
Building”, Georgetown Public Policy Review, 18, 1, 2012, 41-55.

D. Zarnett, «Transnationalized Domestic Contention: Explaining the Varying Levels of Western Solidarity
Given to Kurds and Palestinians», in F. S. Gerges (ed.): Contentious Politics in the Middle East: Popular
Resistance and marginalized Activism beyond the Arab Uprisings, New York, Palgrave Macmillan, 2015,
197-228.

S.T. Zech & M. Gabbay, Social network analysis in the study of terrorism and insurgency. From organization
to politics, in International Studies Review, 18, 2, 2016, 214-243.

W. Zunzer, Diaspora Communities and Civil Conflict Transformation, Berghof Occasional Paper 26, Berghof

Research Centre for Constructive Conflict Management, 2004.

78 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



SCAN FOR
APPENDICES

79 | Global Migration Research Paper — 2022 | N° 29



ISBN 978-2-9101467-2-8
GLOBAL MIGRATION
RESEARCH PAPER
N°29| 2022




