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Abstract

The unit of analysis in almost all large-N studies on conflict contagion and diffusion is collective actors, such as states
and ethnic groups or movements. Thus, contagion dynamics and processes at the individual level have been
neglected. Using original data derived from a public opinion survey, this study examines the micro-level dynamics
of contagion in the context of Turkey’s Kurdish conflict. The study suggests that transnational ethnic ties, and in
particular, cross-border familial bonds and interactions, facilitate conflict contagion through several strategic and
ideational mechanisms. First, transborder familial ties and interactions amplify the demonstration effect of ethnic-kin
achievements in contiguous conflict countries. Second, cross-border familial bonds facilitate collaboration between
cross-border co-ethnics. Finally, such ties to conflict zones with ethnic kin groups empower pan-ethnic identities.
The empirical findings show that Kurds living in Turkey who have close relatives in nearby countries hosting
conflicting ethnic-kin groups (i.e. Syria, Iraq, and Iran) have stronger ethnonationalist orientations and claims
against the center. However, having close relatives elsewhere (e.g. Europe) does not generate the same impact. The
Kurdish case evidences that contagion processes and dynamics might vary substantially across the members of a
particular ethnic group. Hence, it is necessary to broaden the conventional focus on collective actors in conflict
contagion research and pay greater attention to micro-level variables and factors.
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Many studies in the civil conflict literature suggest that
focusing on domestic factors and processes would be
limited or misleading in terms of understanding the
dynamics of civil conflicts and the prospects for their
resolution. Instead, these studies draw attention to the
border-crossing and transnational aspects and dynamics
of civil conflict and suggest that many civil conflicts
‘display a transnational character, where actors,
resources, and events span national boundaries’ (Gle-
ditsch, 2007: 293; see also Lake & Rothchild, 1998;
Salehyan, 2007, 2009; Buhaug & Gleditsch, 2008; Fors-
berg, 2008; Cederman, Girardin & Gleditsch, 2009;
Checkel, 2013; Cederman et al., 2013; Gurses, 2015;
Weidmann, 2015).

Many of the studies that focus on the transnational
aspects of civil conflict highlight the role of the contagion
effect. In a widely cited definition, contagion refers to ‘a
process whereby internal conflict in one location alters

the probability of another internal conflict erupting in
another location at a later point in time’ (Forsberg,
2014b: 144; see also Lake & Rothchild, 1998: 3; Ayres
& Saideman, 2000: 92; Forsberg, 2014a). Thus, stres-
sing the contagious nature of civil conflicts and wars,
several studies suggest that transnational factors and lin-
kages and interactions across state boundaries such as
geographical proximity to the conflict country, as well
as the presence of external bases and sanctuaries and
ethnic kin groups or movements in a nearby conflict
country, shape the onset, duration, nature, and outcome
of civil conflicts (e.g. see Starr & Most, 1983; Davis &
Moore, 1997; Lake & Rothchild, 1998; Ayres & Saide-
man, 2000; Saideman & Ayres, 2000; Hegre & Sambanis,
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2006; Wolff, 2006; Salehyan & Gleditsch, 2006; Gle-
ditsch, 2007; Salehyan, 2007, 2009; Buhaug & Gleditsch,
2008; Forsberg, 2008; Cederman, Girardin & Gleditsch,
2009; Kathman, 2010; Cederman et al., 2013; Forsberg,
2014b; Gurses, 2015; Konaev & Brathwaite, 2017;
Metternich, Minhas & Ward, 2017).

One major limitation of the literature on the trans-
national sources and dynamics of civil conflict, how-
ever, is that almost all of the existing large-N
quantitative studies provide aggregate-level analyses
and so focus on collective actors such as states and/
or ethnic groups and movements. As Cederman &
Gleditsch (2009) also observe, the initial large-N
quantitative studies on civil conflict analyze this phe-
nomenon at the level of the nation state and try to
account for cross-national variation. However, realiz-
ing the limitations of aggregate state-centric analyses
of civil conflict (e.g. the negligence of variation within
states), later studies shift attention to the subnational
level and focus on the conflicting groups as the unit
of analysis (e.g. see Ayres & Saideman, 2000; Saide-
man, 2002; Salehyan, 2007; Buhaug & Gleditsch,
2008; Cederman, Girardin & Gleditsch, 2009;
Cederman & Gleditsch, 2009; Cederman et al.,
2013; Forsberg, 2013, 2014b; Gurses, 2015; Konaev
& Brathwaite, 2017). For example, Forsberg (2014a:
196) suggests that a better understanding of conflict
diffusion requires focusing on groups rather than
countries or states. Thus, several scholars implicitly
or explicitly advocate a group-centric focus rather
than a state-centric analysis.

Such a tendency in the relatively recent civil war lit-
erature is akin to what Brubaker (2009) calls ‘groupism’
or ‘groupist social ontology’ in ethnicity and nationalism
studies. These terms refer to ‘the tendency to treat var-
ious categories of people as if they were internally homo-
genous, externally bounded groups, even unitary
collective actors with common purposes’ (Brubaker,
2009: 28). Similarly, the recent contagion literature,
which focuses on variance in contagion dynamics across
ethnic groups, assumes that the contagion effect operates
uniformly within a particular ethnic group. In brief, both
state-centric and group-centric analyses of conflict con-
tagion have provided only aggregate-level analysis and so
largely overlooked the possible variance in contagion
dynamics and processes within a particular ethnic group.
The existing analyses, which focus on diffusion at the
aggregate level, infer micro-level dynamics but do not
directly test them. Hence, the existing quantitative liter-
ature is uninformative about how contagion dynamics

and processes operate at the micro level (i.e. the individ-
ual level).1

Given this lacuna in the contagion literature, the cur-
rent study advocates further disaggregation in civil war
research and provides an individual-level analysis of the
dynamics and processes of conflict diffusion in the con-
text of Turkey’s Kurdish conflict, which has been one of
the most prolonged ethnic conflicts in the post-World
War II era. In other words, the unit of analysis in this
study is the individual members of an ethnic group
rather than ethnic groups or states. A micro-level
approach should enhance our comprehension of the con-
tagion effect simply because, as Verwimp, Justino &
Brück (2009: 307) also note, ‘conflict originates from
individuals’ behavior and their repeated interactions with
their surroundings’.

The Kurdish case provides us a valuable opportunity
to examine the processes of conflict contagion because
Kurds are dispersed across four neighboring countries in
the Middle East (i.e. Turkey, Iraq, Iran, and Syria). The
majority of Kurds reside in Turkey, corresponding to
around 15% to 20% of the Turkish population. In Iraq,
Kurds constitute around 20% of the total population,
and in Iran and Syria the Kurdish population corre-
sponds to around 10% of the total. Thus, Kurds con-
stitute a multistate ethnic group. Additionally, each of
these contiguous states has been struggling with chal-
lenges regarding their respective Kurdish ethnonational-
ist groups and movements. Hence, in terms of conflict
contagion or diffusion, the Kurdish conflict constitutes
one of the most likely cases. Surprisingly, however, we
have little quantitative research on the dynamics and
mechanisms of contagion in the context of the Kurdish
ethnic conflict (for an exception, see Gurses, 2015).

The following research questions direct the current
study. To what extent and how do transnational fac-
tors, such as border-transgressing familial ties and
interactions, shape ethnonationalist orientations and
claims against the center? Are those who have close
relatives in nearby conflict countries more ethnona-
tionalist than others? To ask this differently, do strong
transnational linkages to and interactions with contig-
uous conflict countries with ethnic kin empower eth-
nic group members’ ethnonationalist orientations and
demands? If so, why?

Building on the previous literature on the role of
transnational linkages in ethnic conflict contagion, this

1 For a similar criticism of research on violent civil conflict, see
Verwimp, Justino & Brück (2009).
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study first suggests that transnational ethnic linkages
involve not only kinship ties but also familial ties and
interactions. This study expects cross-border familial
bonds and interactions to facilitate the demonstration
effect of ethnic kin achievements in nearby conflict
countries and also facilitate transnational collaboration
among transborder co-ethnics, thus shaping ethnic
group members’ ethnonationalist tendencies and
demands. One might also expect cross-border familial
ties and interactions to empower pan-ethnic identities
and so boost peaceful and/or violent ethnic mobilization.
Statistical analyses based on original public opinion survey
data provide empirical support for such hypothetical expec-
tations. The empirical findings suggest that having close
relatives in neighboring conflict countries where ethnic-kin
groups are granted several concessions positively influences
the ethnonationalist orientations and demands of ethnic
group members in the home country. However, transna-
tional familial ties to non-contiguous and non-conflict
countries do not generate such an impact.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. The
theoretical section (next) first discusses the role of trans-
national ethnic ties in conflict contagion and then pre-
sents hypotheses. The subsequent section explores
transnational ethnic linkages within the context of the
Kurdish conflict in Turkey. The data and methods sec-
tion presents the survey data, variables of interest, and
the measurements. The results section presents the mul-
tivariate analyses. The final section summarizes the main
findings and discusses the broader implications of the
Kurdish case.

Transnational ethnic linkages and conflict
contagion

Several studies acknowledge that transnational ethnic ties
or linkages and networks are likely to play a substantial
role in the processes and dynamics of conflict contagion
or diffusion (e.g. see Ayres & Saideman, 2000; Salehyan
& Gleditsch, 2006; Buhaug & Gleditsch, 2008; Fors-
berg, 2008, 2013, 2014a,b; Cederman, Girardin & Gle-
ditsch, 2009; Gurses, 2015). The literature identifies
several strategic and ideational mechanisms through
which transnational ethnic ties are likely to shape ethnic
demands and mobilization. One key mechanism is stra-
tegic learning and emulation. Members of disadvantaged
ethnic groups may learn from the achievements and vic-
tories of ethnic-kin groups or movements in neighboring
conflict countries and imitate those ethnic groups or
movements (Horowitz, 1985; Hill & Rothchild, 1986;
Kuran, 1998; Lake & Rothchild, 1998; Forsberg, 2008,

2014a; Metternich, Minhas & Ward, 2017; Weidmann,
2015). Transnational ties and interactions facilitate stra-
tegic learning and inspiration by helping access informa-
tion about new tactics or strategies, organizational skills,
ethnonationalist ideas, and clues and discourses that eth-
nic group members can utilize in their struggles and
negotiations with their own state.

One specific form of strategic learning and emulation
is called the demonstration effect, which refers to ‘a pro-
cess where political action by one group stimulates other
groups to promote their own cause’ (Forsberg, 2013:
330). The demonstration effect might trigger other
groups’ action(s) by altering their risk assessments and/
or by serving as a strategic guide or blueprint in their
relations with their own state. Using the words of Lake
& Rothchild (1998: 26),

ethnic conflict in one country may prompt groups in
another to make more extreme demands. Groups in one
state, witnessing ethnic mobilization or, more impor-
tantly, political success by ethnic groups in another, may
increase their own political agitation and demand a sig-
nificantly greater share of the resource pie – increasing
the probability of conflict [ . . . ] Similarly, ethnic con-
flict elsewhere may cause groups to update their beliefs
about the likely demands of other groups in their own
country [ . . . .] Finally ethnic conflict abroad may lead
groups to update their beliefs about the costs of protest,
or, ultimately violence and their probability of success.
Effective protest or violence abroad may lead groups at
home to believe that they too may be able to obtain
valued ends through coercion.

Forsberg (2008) also draws attention to the demonstration
effect by arguing that transnational kinship bonds or links
create a favorable environment for ethnic inspiration and so
ethnic mobilization. In brief, ethnonationalist activism and
mobilization by kindred groups in a nearby conflict coun-
try and accommodating an ethnic-kin group’s demands in
that country would encourage ethnic group members to
increase their own demands from the home state.

Another major mechanism of conflict diffusion is col-
laboration between cross-border co-ethnics. As Gleditsch
suggests, ‘ethnic kin and émigré communities in other
states have often played an important role in mobilizing
and financing insurgencies [ . . . .] Groups that have
transnational communities should have a generally larger
pool of resources that they can draw upon in mobilizing
for violent conflict’ (2007: 297–298; see also Davis &
Moore, 1997; Saideman, 2002; Gurses, 2015; Konaev
& Brathwaite, 2017). Thus, other than serving as a
model to be followed and emulated, ethnic-kin groups
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in nearby countries might also provide direct material
support (e.g. resources such as recruits or fighters, weap-
ons, communication, know-how, organizational skills,
and finance) for ethnonationalist groups and insurgen-
cies. Since resource mobilization is crucial for ethno-
political movements (see also Adamson, 2013; Bakke,
2013), direct material support from ethnic-kin groups
in nearby countries might substantially contribute to the
conflicting ethnic group’s ability to effectively mobilize
and challenge the state.

Last but not least, transnational ethnic ties and inter-
actions might also operate at a relatively more ideational
level and directly or indirectly shape ethnonationalist
orientations and mobilization. Transnational ethnic lin-
kages might substantially shape ethnic group members’
attachments, emotions, and attitudes towards co-ethnics
within and across national borders and towards states
hosting ethnic-kin groups. For instance, the oppression
and suffering of ethnic-kin groups during an ethnic con-
flict in a nearby country would activate transnational
ethnic ties or bonds. The increasing salience of transbor-
der ties among ethnic co-brethren would in return
empower pan-ethnic identities, consciousness, feelings,
and solidarities. Such transnational ideational processes
are likely to trigger or facilitate ethnic mobilization and
boost ethnic demands against the center.

One telling example of the role of pan-ethnic identi-
ties, emotions, and solidarities in ethnic mobilization is
the Kobane protests that took place in Turkey in Octo-
ber 2014. When the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS,
a.k.a. ISIL, IS or Daesh) initiated an armed attack to
capture the Kurdish-held border town of Kobane in
northern Syria in September 2014, it sparked large-
scale pro-Kobane protests by Turkey’s Kurds in prov-
inces such as Diyarbakır, Van, Gaziantep, Mardin,
Mersin, _Izmir, Ankara, and _Istanbul. Kurdish protestors
demanded that the Turkish government open a corridor
to the besieged border town of Kobane for humanitarian
and military aid. The demonstrations suddenly turned
into violent clashes between Kurdish protesters and
Turkish security forces and led to around 50 deaths.
Many young Turkish Kurds also crossed national bor-
ders and joined the Syrian Kurdish forces in Kobane to
defend the town against the ISIS attacks (Lawson, 2016).
The case of Turkish Kurds’ support for the battle of
Kobane (September 2014–March 2015) in northern
Syria suggests that transnational ethnic ties or linkages
might trigger or escalate ethnic mobilization and conflict
through relatively more ideational mechanisms such as
transnational pan-ethnic identities, sentiments, and soli-
darities (see also Gourlay, 2017).

This study expects these three distinct mechanisms
(i.e. strategic learning and emulation, cross-border coop-
eration among ethnic-kin groups, and transnational pan-
ethnic identities and feelings) to be relatively stronger
among those ethnic group members who have close rela-
tives in a nearby conflict country hosting ethnic-kin
groups. As Lake & Rothchild (1998: 4) note, ethnic
conflict diffusion ‘occurs largely through information
flows that condition the beliefs of ethnic groups in other
societies’. Similarly, Weidmann (2015) claims that trans-
national information linkages and flows, such as peer-to-
peer communication, play a major role in conflict
diffusion. In her analysis of the role of transnational
insurgents in civil war, Bakke (2013: 35) also draws
attention to ‘the transfer of information or resources
through personal networks and social bonds’. Since
transnational familial bonds and networks would facil-
itate cross-border interactions and peer-to-peer commu-
nication and so experience sharing and information
flows, we should expect strategic learning and emulation,
the demonstration effect, material flows, and pan-ethnic
identities and sentiments to be relatively stronger among
those who have close relatives in a nearby country where
ethnic-kin groups have achieved major political, eco-
nomic, and/or territorial gains vis-à-vis their own states.
In sum, the three distinct mechanisms presented above
have the same observable implication: stronger ethnic
consciousness and demands among those who have
transnational familial ties to contiguous conflict coun-
tries with ethnic kin. Thus, one might expect that

Hypothesis 1: The members of an ethnic group with
close relatives in contiguous conflict countries where
warring ethnic-kin groups have achieved major gains
against their own state would have relatively stronger
ethnonationalist orientations and demands.

An evident corollary to this hypothesis is that having
close relatives in non-contiguous countries without con-
flicting ethnic-kin groups should not generate the same
impact on ethnic group members’ ethnonationalist
orientations and claims against the center. Hence,
another hypothesis to be tested is as follows:

Hypothesis 2: Having close relatives in non-contiguous
and non-conflict countries would not empower eth-
nonationalist orientations and demands.

Turkish Kurds’ transnational linkages

Due to historical, political, and economic conditions and
factors, many Turkish Kurds have close relatives living in
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neighboring as well as in European countries. In other
words, Turkey’s Kurds have had strong transnational
bonds, networks, and relations in the region and in Europe.

Ties to nearby countries
The survey results indicate that around 23% of respon-
dents have close relatives in nearby countries (i.e. Iraq,
Iran, and Syria). Regarding the specific reasons for Turk-
ish Kurds’ strong linkages to nearby countries, we should
take into account factors such as the modern state for-
mation, mass migration and insurgent recruitment.

The modern state formation. Kurds are known as one
of the autochthon peoples of the Middle East. However,
when the borders of the modern states were formed after
World War I, the traditional Kurdish homeland was
divided among Turkey, Syria, Iraq, and Iran (McDowall,
2004). In other words, the modern state borders in the
region do not correspond to the boundaries of the Kurd-
ish ethnic group. As a result, Kurds constitute an ethnic
minority in those countries, where the majority consists
of Arabs, Persians, or Turks. This means that many
Kurdish tribes and families have members in neighbor-
ing countries. This is also valid for Turkey’s Kurdish
ethnic minority; as indicated above, around one quarter
of Turkey’s Kurds have close relatives across national
borders in Syria, Iraq, and Iran. As a result, it has been
a tradition among thousands of Turkish Kurds living in
border towns and villages to cross the border during
religious holidays and celebrate with their relatives in
neighboring countries. Beyond strong cross-border social
connections, networks and interactions (cross-border
marriages, visits, etc.), Kurdish relatives residing in bor-
der towns and villages in Turkey and in nearby countries
have also strong economic networks and relations such as
cross-border trade (legal and illegal).

Mass migration. Due to various motivations such as
security, education, and jobs, thousands of Turkish
Kurds have also migrated to nearby countries. For
instance, in the 1920s and 1930s, the young Turkish
Republic was challenged by several Kurdish revolts in
the east and southeast (e.g. the Sheikh Said Revolt,
1925, the Ağrı Revolt, 1926–30, and the Dersim Revolt,
1936–38). The state responded to those revolts with
rather repressive measures. To escape state repression,
many Kurds resettled in Syria (van Bruinessen, 2000).
Another wave of migration to nearby countries took
place in the 1990s, when the armed conflict between
Turkish security forces and the Kurdistan Workers’
Party (Partiya Karkarén Kurdistané, PKK) intensified.

Throughout the 1990s, as a security measure in its fight
against the PKK, the state evacuated around 3,500 set-
tlements (villages and districts) in eastern and southeast-
ern Turkey. This led to the displacement of more than
one million Kurds (Belge, 2016). Many migrated to
Turkey’s major western and central cities, such as Istan-
bul, Ankara, and Izmir, while others ended up in neigh-
boring countries. As a result, several Kurdish refugee
camps were formed in northern Iraq and northern Syria.

Better social and economic conditions and opportu-
nities were other major motivations behind the Kurdish
outflow to neighboring countries. Beginning in the early
1990s, especially northern Iraq became an attractive des-
tination for many young Turkish Kurds due to the major
economic, political, and territorial gains that Iraqi Kurds
were achieving from the central Iraqi state (see below).
Since then an increasing number of Turkish Kurds have
moved to northern Iraq either for education reasons or
for jobs in various sectors such as service, construction,
and energy (see also Marcus, 2007: 301–302).

Insurgent recruitment. Finally, the PKK, which has
been waging an armed struggle against the Turkish state
since the mid-1980s, has thousands of active members in
northern Syria and Iraq. As Salehyan (2007) observes,
one of the most common strategies of insurgents or ter-
rorists is the use of external sanctuaries, which enables
them to avoid a state’s judicial and military repression,
lowers the costs of armed struggle, and enhances rebel
groups’ bargaining power vis-à-vis their home state.
These practices apply to the PKK as well, which, since
the early 1980s, has been using several bases in nearby
countries as safe havens in its armed conflicts with the
Turkish state. The PKK’s headquarters are in the Qandil
Mountains in northern Iraq, and it has several camps in
other mountainous areas close to Turkish borders. As a
result, thousands of Turkish Kurds residing in nearby
countries are active members of the PKK. In addition,
due to fear of arrest, many former PKK members have
not returned to Turkey and have settled in Iraqi Kurdish
cities (Marcus, 2007). Finally, since the Syrian civil war
erupted in 2011, many young Kurds living in Turkey
have crossed national borders and joined the Kurdish
movement in northern Syria to fight against radical jiha-
dists and/or Syrian regime forces.

In brief, due to historical reasons (i.e. the divisive
modern state borders) and population movements (i.e.
civilian migration and cross-border movement of mili-
tants), substantial numbers of Turkish Kurds have been
living in nearby countries, especially in Iraq and Syria. In
the end, all these factors have tightened Turkish Kurds’
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familial ties to neighboring countries, which host con-
flicting ethnic kin.

Ties to European countries
Turkey’s Kurds also have strong family ties and linkages
to western European countries. For instance, 33% of
survey respondents declared that they have relatives
residing in European countries. In the 1960s, many
booming western European economies experienced
labor shortages and thus many Turks and Kurds
migrated to those countries in the 1960s and 1970s as
guest workers, particularly to Germany. Another wave of
Kurdish exile to Europe took place in the post-1980
period. During Turkey’s military regime (1980–83),
state pressure on Kurdish ethnonationalist activists, writ-
ers, journalists, politicians, and intellectuals increased. As
a result, many of them sought political asylum in western
European countries (van Bruinessen, 1998; Eccarius-
Kelly, 2002; Adamson, 2013; Gourlay, 2017). In addi-
tion, when the intensity of armed conflict between
Turkish security forces and the PKK increased in the
eastern and southeastern parts of Turkey in the 1990s,
many Kurds sought refuge from military pressure in
Europe as well (van Bruinessen, 2000). In brief, Turkish
Kurdish labor migrants, family reunification, and polit-
ical refugees formed a sizable Kurdish diaspora in coun-
tries such as Germany, France, the Netherlands,
Switzerland, Belgium, and Sweden. As of the early
2000s, the number of Turkish Kurds in Europe was
estimated at around 600,000 (van Bruinessen, 2000).

In line with the conflict contagion theory presented
above, the current study expects that transnational ties to
non-contiguous and non-conflict European countries
should not boost Turkish Kurds’ ethnonationalist orien-
tations and demands. Instead, this study anticipates that
having transnational linkages to nearby conflict countries
where ethnic-kin groups have achieved major social, eco-
nomic, and political gains should have a positive impact
on Turkish Kurds’ ethnonationalist orientations and
demands. These results are expected simply because
familial ties to neighboring countries would strengthen
the demonstration and spillover effects of ethnic-kin
empowerment in nearby countries. Indeed, in the last
decades, Turkish Kurds’ brethren across national bor-
ders, especially Iraqi and Syrian Kurds, have achieved
major political, economic, and territorial gains (de facto
and/or de jure).

To briefly present Kurdish empowerment in Iraq, in
the aftermath of the Gulf War (1990–91), US-led coali-
tion forces set up a no-fly zone and a safe haven in

northern Iraq (north of the 36th parallel) to defend Iraqi
Kurds against Saddam Hussein’s forces. This led to the
rise of de facto Kurdish autonomy in northern Iraq in the
early 1990s. The 2003 US-led invasion of Iraq further
enhanced the status of Iraqi Kurds. This invasion, which
ousted Saddam Hussein’s Ba’athist regime from power,
resulted in a new constitution in 2005. Based on the
principle of federalism, the constitution set up the offi-
cial, semi-autonomous Kurdish Regional Government
(KRG) in northern Iraq. The establishment of the KRG
– which has its own parliament, elected president,
anthem, and flag, as well as a military force known as
peshmerga – meant the official recognition of Kurdish
self-rule in northern Iraq.

With respect to Kurdish accomplishments in Syria,
after decades-long state discrimination and repression,
Syrian Kurds have also achieved major gains. For
instance, after the civil war began in 2011, the Syrian
state extended citizenship status to stateless Kurds
(around 400,000 people) and expanded their property
rights to dissuade Kurds from joining the mostly Sunni-
Arab revolts against the regime. A much more significant
development occurred after the Syrian army evacuated
most Kurdish areas in 2012. At this time, the Demo-
cratic Union Party (Partiya Yekitiya Demokrat, PYD) and
its military wing, the People’s Protection Units (Yekı̂-
neyên Parastina Gel, YPG) took control of several parts
of northern and northeastern Syria in July of that year
(Lowe, 2014; Romano & Gurses, 2014; Kaya &
Whiting, 2017; Oktav, Parlar Dal & Kursun, 2018).

In brief, Kurds in Iraq and Syria have achieved unpre-
cedented gains in the last decades (i.e. de jure Kurdish
regional autonomy and government in northern Iraq
since 2005 and de facto Kurdish autonomy in northern
Syria since 2012). Regardless of whether Kurds will be
able to maintain these economic, political, and territorial
concessions in the future, this study expects that Kurdish
empowerment in nearby countries should have some
impact on Turkish Kurds’ ethnic demands and mobili-
zation. As noted above, the study hypothesizes that
Turkish Kurds who have strong transnational ties to and
interactions with neighboring conflict countries are more
likely to be inspired and encouraged by Kurdish empow-
erment in those countries and so increase their own
ethnic demands from the Turkish state. One might also
expect cross-border cooperation and transnational pan-
ethnic identities and solidarities to be stronger among
such Kurds.

Having said that, an alternative explanation might
assert that the differential impact of having relatives in
contiguous conflict countries with ethnic kin and having
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relatives in non-contiguous and non-conflict European
countries on Kurds’ ethnonationalist tendencies and
demands might be due to a self-selection bias. For exam-
ple, it might be the case that unlike neighboring coun-
tries, European countries might have received Turkish
Kurds with lower ethnic consciousness and ethnonation-
alist orientations. However, studies on Kurdish diaspora
confirm the presence of high levels of ethnopolitical
awareness and activism among Kurdish migrants in Eur-
ope (e.g. see van Bruinessen, 1998, 2000; Eccarius-
Kelly, 2002; Marcus, 2007; Adamson, 2013; Baser,
2017; Gourlay, 2017). First of all, as discussed above,
especially in the post-1980 period, facing increasing state
pressure and repression, many Kurdish activists (e.g.
intellectuals, writers, journalists, and politicians, as well
as the victims of torture and relatives of PKK members
and of those who were subject to extra-judicial killings)
have sought political asylum in European countries. In
other words, several European countries have provided
safe havens for Kurdish political migrants. Thus, the
Kurdish exile to Europe suggests that politically active
Kurds have migrated to Europe as well. Moreover, taking
advantage of the relatively more liberal political environ-
ment in several European countries, the PKK-led Kurd-
ish ethnopolitical movement has been highly organized
and active within the Kurdish diaspora in Europe. Kurd-
ish migrants in Europe have provided substantial finan-
cial and human resources to the PKK and so the PKK has
had thousands of active members and sympathizers in
several European countries. The existing research on
Kurdish diaspora further shows that Kurdish migrants
in Europe have also been involved in various forms of
ethnopolitical activism and mobilization, such as lobby-
ing host states to advance the Kurdish cause; organizing
mass protests and demonstrations, sit-ins, highway
blockades, hunger strikes, campaigns, petitions, and
commemoration ceremonies; and establishing pro-
Kurdish foundations, associations, cultural centers, and
media. As another indicator of strong ethnopolitical con-
sciousness and activism among Turkish Kurds residing
in Europe, during Turkish general elections, pro-
Kurdish political parties in Turkey usually receive sub-
stantial support from Kurdish migrants in Europe.

The following section presents the data, measurement of
key variables, and statistical analyses and empirical findings.

Data and methods

Survey data
This study utilizes original data provided by a nationally
representative public opinion survey of adult

respondents, conducted in Turkey in April 2013. The
survey, which was designed by a research team including
the author of this article, aimed at collecting original and
comprehensive data on Kurds’ ethnic demands and
orientations. Trained and experienced interviewers of a
private public-opinion research company based in Istan-
bul conducted the survey through face-to-face interviews
with participants from 50 (out of 81) Turkish provinces,
174 districts (ilçe), and 398 neighborhoods (mahalle) and
villages.2 Regarding sampling, first a multistage, strati-
fied, cluster-sampling procedure was followed to identify
households. Then, age and gender quotas were used to
select one individual from each household. Since this
study focuses on the ethnonationalist tendencies of
Kurdish ethnic group members, the empirical analyses
below were conducted by utilizing the data provided by
the Kurdish subsample (1,237 participants, correspond-
ing to around 17.4% of the total sample).

Dependent variable
As this study investigates the effect of ethnic group mem-
bers’ transnational ties on their ethnonationalist orienta-
tions and demands, ethnonationalist tendencies
constitute the dependent variable in the statistical analy-
ses. Ethnonationalism simply stands for a political move-
ment or a form of identity politics by an ethnic group
(e.g. see Rothschild, 1981; Lecours, 2000; Romano,
2006; Wolff, 2006; Eriksen, 2010). For instance, Roths-
child (1981: 6) notes that ethnonationalism is ‘the trans-
formation of ethnicity from a purely personal quest for
meaning and belonging into a group demand for respect
and power’. An ethnic group or movement might raise
various modest or radical claims and demands against the
center, ranging from the legal recognition of distinct
ethnic identities to several cultural and political rights
such as linguistic rights and power-sharing arrangements
(e.g. regional autonomy). A much more extreme demand
would be secession, which refers to ‘a kind of collective
action, whereby a group (whether officially recognized as
a legitimate political subunit or not) attempts to become
independent from the state that presently claims jurisdic-
tion over it and, in doing so, seeks to remove part of the
territory from the existing state’ (Buchanan, 1991: 75).
Thus, unlike ethnocultural and ethnopolitical demands

2 Taking potential social desirability bias into account, the survey was
conducted at the beginning of the Peace Process (2013–15), which
brought a relatively more liberal political environment. Also, Kurdish
speaking interviewers conducted the survey in Kurdish-majority
provinces.
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on the home state, ethnic separatism involves the rejec-
tion of the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the home state,
political disintegration, and territorial dismemberment
(Griffiths, 2016; Roeder, 2018).

Advancing such ethnic claims and demands against
the center should be understood as a form of ethnic
mobilization (Jenne, Saideman & Lowe, 2007). As sev-
eral studies suggest, having ethnonationalist attitudes
and claims also increases the likelihood of further peace-
ful and/or violent ethnic mobilization, such as ethnic
voting, ethnic protests, and ethnic rebellion or war
(e.g. see Jenne, Saideman & Lowe, 2007; Cederman,
Wimmer & Min, 2010; Harff & Gurr, 2018). This
observation is also valid for the Kurdish case: Kurds with
strong ethnonationalist attitudes and tendencies are
more likely to support pro-Kurdish political parties and
the violent PKK (e.g. see Sarigil & Karakoc, 2016).

To measure ethnonationalist orientations, the survey
questionnaire included items about respondents’ support
for Kurds’ various moderate and extreme demands, such
as education in the Kurdish language, place names in
Kurdish, Kurdish sermons, elective Kurdish courses at
public schools, public services in Kurdish, the recogni-
tion of Kurdish as an official language, a regional flag,
regional assembly, regional autonomy, and secession. To
determine whether those items could be reduced to a
small number of underlying components, I conducted
factor analyses, which generated two different factors (see
Online appendix A for the results). Items related to rel-
atively more sensitive and extreme demands, such as
power-sharing arrangements (i.e. demands for a regional
flag, regional parliament, and autonomy) and secession,
had relatively higher factor loadings on the first compo-
nent, and so this grouping was labeled as ‘segregationist
ethnonationalism’.3 Then, adding those items together,
an additive index of segregationist ethnonationalism was
constructed.4 Thus, the dependent variable Segregationist
ethnonationalism is an ordinal variable, ranging from 0 to
6. High values represent stronger ethnonationalist
orientations.

Items related to relatively more modest cultural
and linguistic demands (i.e. elective Kurdish courses,
place names in Kurdish, Kurdish sermons, and
public service in Kurdish) load highly on the
second component, which was labeled ‘integrationist

ethnonationalism’.5 Those items were combined to
construct an additive index, capturing more moder-
ate and integrationist aspects of ethnonationalism. The
dependent variable Integrationist ethnonationalism is also
an ordinal variable, ranging from 0 to 4 (high values
mark stronger ethnonationalist orientations).

Independent variables
In this study, transnational ethnic ties and interactions
constitute the main independent variable. In the existing
quantitative studies on conflict contagion, having ethnic
kin in a nearby country is frequently used as an indicator
of an ethnic group’s transnational bonds and interac-
tions. However, at the individual level, cross-border eth-
nic kin would not be a variable, simply because the
presence or absence of an ethnic-kin group in a contig-
uous state would be the same for all the members of a
particular ethnic group. For instance, as presented above,
all Turkish Kurds have ethnic-kin groups in neighboring
countries. Thus, how can we measure transnational lin-
kages and interactions at the individual level? Since eth-
nic group members differ in terms of having family
members or close relatives in contiguous or non-
contiguous countries, this study utilizes transnational
familial ties to capture individuals’ transnational linkages
and interactions. The variable Cross-border relative mea-
sures whether a respondent has a close relative in neigh-
boring conflict countries (i.e. Syria, Iraq, and/or Iran). If
the respondent does not have relatives across national
borders, this variable is coded 0 (no); otherwise it is
coded 1 (yes). The variable European relatives captures
whether the respondent has close relatives residing in a
European country (i.e. non-contiguous and non-conflict
countries). Similarly, it is a binary variable, coded as 0
(no) or 1 (yes).

Control variables
The existing studies on ethnic mobilization and conflict
suggest that several other variables might affect ethnic
group members’ ethnonationalist orientations and
demands. Thus, in order to control for the impact of
potentially confounding variables and factors, several
control variables have been included into the multivari-
ate models. First, several previous studies have found that
experiencing and/or perceiving state discrimination (Dis-
crimination perception) and/or exclusion in social, polit-
ical, and economic realms might promote ethnic group

3 I am grateful to one of the reviewers for drawing my attention to
such a conceptualization.
4 The alpha reliability test suggests high internal consistency (a ¼
0.87).

5 The alpha reliability test suggests a fair degree of internal consistency
(a ¼ 0.69).

770 journal of PEACE RESEARCH 58(4)



members’ resentment towards their home state and so
facilitate mobilization along ethnic lines (e.g. see Horo-
witz, 1985; Gurr, 1994; Ayres & Saideman, 2000;
Regan & Norton, 2005; Jenne, Saideman & Lowe,
2007; Cederman, Wimmer & Min, 2010; Cederman,
Gleditsch & Buhaug, 2013; Sarigil & Fazlioglu, 2014;
Gleditsch & Polo, 2016; Sarigil & Karakoc, 2016). In
other words, discrimination (economic and/or political)
is likely to promote ethnonationalist orientations and
demands.

Second, Socio-economic status (e.g. income and
education levels) might also matter in terms of ethnic
mobilization. Similar to discrimination perception, low
socio-economic status and/or economic dissatisfaction
might also activate discontent and grievances and so
frustrations, which in turn can motivate peaceful and/or
violent ethnic mobilization (Gurr, 1970).

Another potential predictor of ethnonationalism is
Region. Existing research on ethnic mobilization and
conflict shows that geographical concentration matters
(e.g. see Ayres & Saideman, 2000; Toft, 2003; Jenne,
Saideman & Lowe, 2007). Ideationally, one might
expect that ethnic group members living in areas inhab-
ited mostly by co-ethnics (i.e. ethnic homeland) would
have a stronger ethnic consciousness and attachments
and so be more receptive to ethnonationalist ideas and
mobilization. Strategically, territorial concentration
increases the likelihood of more radical ethnic claims and
demands against the center for several reasons. First,
territorial concentration facilitates political, social, and
economic self-sufficiency, which enhances the credibility
of more extreme demands against the central govern-
ment (e.g. autonomy or secession) (Jenne, Saideman &
Lowe, 2007). Second, ethnic homogeneity helps ethnic
group members better justify their claims for regional
autonomy, regional parliament, or secession (Toft,
2003). Hence, we might expect that Kurds living in
Turkey’s eastern and southeastern areas (which, indeed,
are mostly inhabited by Kurds) would have stronger
ethnonationalist tendencies and claims.

Another regional factor that we should take into
account is the possible impact of residing in a province,
sharing a border with a neighboring country that hosts
warring ethnic-kin groups (i.e. Syria, Iraq, and Iran).
One might expect cross-border interactions (material
and/or ideational) with ethnic-kin groups in neighboring
countries to be denser among those Kurds who live or
reside in Turkey’s border provinces. This might in turn
empower their ethnic awareness and claims against the
center. Thus, to capture the possible impact of geogra-
phical proximity to countries with warring ethnic kin, I

created a binary variable, Border province, which is coded
as follows: 0 (not living in a border province); 1 (living in
a border province).

Since some studies suggest that religion-related factors
(i.e. Religiosity and Religious sect) are likely to play a role
in Kurdish ethnonationalist orientations (e.g. Sarigil &
Karakoc, 2016), the models also control for the possible
impact of those factors. Regarding the measurement of
religiosity, the questionnaire included several items
about various dimensions of religiosity such as belief,
practice, and attitude. Since almost all participants
expressed their belief in Allah and the afterlife, those
items were excluded from the analyses. Factor analyses
with the remaining religion-related items generated one
factor that I labeled as Attitude/practice (see Online
appendix B for the results). Utilizing those items, I con-
structed a religiosity index. It is also an ordinal variable,
ranging from 0 to 6 (high values designate stronger reli-
giosity). Other control variables include Ideology (a left-
right division), Age, and Gender. For descriptive statistics
of all the variables, see Table I.

Results

Table II presents the multivariate analyses of the effect of
transnational familial ties on Turkish Kurds’ ethnona-
tionalist tendencies. Since the dependent variables are
categorical and ordinal, the models are estimated using
ordinal logit regression. Beginning with the baseline
models (Models 1a and 2a), which include only the
control variables, the results indicate that discrimination
empowers ethnonationalist orientations, supporting the
grievance hypothesis. This finding contradicts Ayres &
Saideman’s (2000) study, which suggests that political
and economic discrimination may actually discourage
radical ethnic demands such as separatism. The findings
of the current study, however, indicate that discrimina-
tion may not necessarily pay off.

Ideological orientations matter as well. Compared to
right-oriented Kurds, left-oriented Kurds are relatively
more ethnonationalist, because the latter are relatively
more receptive to the ethnonationalist ideas and dis-
courses promoted by the Kurdish movement in Turkey,
which is rooted in the leftist movement. Interestingly,
religious factors also affect Kurds’ ethnonationalist ten-
dencies, where moving from a low to high level of religi-
osity increases ethnonationalism. Also, ethnonationalist
orientations are stronger among Shafi Kurds. These
empirical findings challenge the Muslim brotherhood
argument, which has been advocated by the Turkish state
and Islamic circles. Assuming a mutually exclusive
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relationship between Islamic loyalties and attachments
and ethnic particularities and identities, this approach
expects that ethnic consciousness and identities and so
ethnonationalist aptitudes and claims would be weak
among religious Kurds. The empirical results of this study
contradict the Muslim brotherhood argument or hypoth-
esis (see also Sarigil & Fazlioglu, 2014; Gurses & Rost,
2017).

Another notable finding is that regional factors do
matter in terms of ethnonationalism orientations and
claims. For instance, Kurds residing in Turkey’s east-
ern and southeastern regions (mostly inhabited by
Kurds) are relatively more ethnonationalist. This find-
ing confirms that geographical concentration of an
ethnic group provides a favorable ground for ethno-
nationalism. Furthermore, living in a border province
does not affect integrationist ethnonationalism but
empowers segregationist ethnonationalism. In other
words, proximity to a conflict zone with warring eth-
nic kin seems to boost extreme ethnic claims against
the center. This finding supports the conflict conta-
gion hypothesis.

Interestingly, socio-economic factors do not perform
well in terms of predicting Kurds’ ethnonationalist orien-
tations. Such factors either do not matter or have con-
trasting impact. Practically speaking, this finding implies
that improvements in Kurds’ socio-economic status (e.g.
increasing education and income levels) may not neces-
sarily contain their ethnonationalist orientations.

Adding the key variables of interest (i.e. cross-
border relatives and European relatives) to the base-
line models lowers the AIC scores, which suggests
that the quality of the models improves. As expected,
having relatives across national borders has a positive
and statistically significant impact on segregationist and
integrationist ethnonationalist orientations alike, and
this relationship holds across various model specifica-
tions (see Models 1c, 1d, 2c, and 2d). Thus, com-
pared to Kurds who do not have familial connections
to nearby conflict countries, those who do have cross-
border connections and interactions have stronger
ethnonationalist orientations and demands. This find-
ing suggests that Kurds with familial connections to
nearby countries that have conflicting ethnic-kin
groups are relatively more likely to become involved
in ethnic mobilization.

To get a better sense of the substantive impact of hav-
ing a cross-border relative on ethnonationalist orienta-
tions, the study also calculates the predicted probabilities
of segregationist and integrationist ethnonationalism
(based on Models 1d and 2d). Figure 1 presents the
cumulative predicted probabilities, and the results indicate
that having a close relative in a nearby conflict country
increases the predicted probability of being in the higher
categories of segregationist and integrationist ethnonation-
alism. For instance, having a cross-border relative increases
the probability of being in the highest category of segrega-
tionist ethnonationalism (Category 6) by 12.3% and

Table I. Descriptive statistics of variables

Variables N Mean Std dev. Min. Max.

Dependent
Segregationist ethnonationalism (index) 1,180 3.66 2.190 0 6
Integrationist ethnonationalism (index) 1,220 3.46 0.979 0 4

Independent
Cross-border relatives 1,205 0.23 0.420 0 1
European relatives 1,228 0.33 0.471 0 1

Control
Discrimination perception 1,218 0.54 0.499 0 1
Ideology (left–right) 1,195 2.77 0.799 1 5
Religiosity index (attitude/practice) 1,194 4.27 1.783 0 6
Religious sect (Shafi) 1,206 0.60 0.490 0 1
Gender (female–male) 1,235 1.53 0.499 1 2
Age 1,237 37.64 13.427 18 83
Education 1,237 3.52 1.571 1 7
Household income group 1,164 1.73 1.119 1 10
Economic satisfaction 1,231 1.71 0.629 1 3
Region (east and southeast) 1,237 0.49 0.500 0 1
Border province 1,237 0.18 0.383 0 1
Rural–urban 1,237 2.05 0.814 1 3
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being in the highest category of integrationist ethnona-
tionalism (Category 4) by 11.5%.

Regarding the impact of having close relatives in Eur-
opean countries, the results indicate that, as anticipated,
such transnational ties and networks do not generate the
same impact. In other words, Turkish Kurds’ links to
Europe do not empower their ethnic demands, confirm-
ing the second hypothesis. Rather, links to Europe seem
to suppress Turkish Kurds’ ethnopolitical demands: ties
to European Kurds have the opposite impact on segrega-
tionist ethnonationalism (Models 1b and 1d) and no
impact on integrationist ethnonationalism (Models 2b
and 2d). This is an interesting result because compared
to Kurds in Turkey, Kurds in Europe have enjoyed rel-
atively more cultural and political rights and freedoms.
For instance, they have been allowed to speak, publish,
and broadcast in Kurdish; learn the Kurdish language;
organize social and cultural events such as Newroz (New
Year) celebrations; and establish various pro-Kurdish
associations, foundations, centers, and media (van Brui-
nessen, 1998, 2000; Eccarius-Kelly, 2002; Adamson,
2013). Thus, one might expect that Kurds in Turkey
would learn from and be inspired by the concessions
granted to the Kurdish diaspora in Europe and request
similar rights from the Turkish state. This study’s
empirical findings, however, indicate that Kurds with
strong transnational connections to the European Kurd-
ish diaspora are not really more ethnonationalist than
those who do not have such transnational connections
or ties.

The differential impact of the variables Cross-border
relative and European relative on Kurds’ ethnonationalist

tendencies and demands indicates that not all kinds of
transnational ties or linkages and interactions promote
individuals’ ethnic awareness and mobilization. Familial
ties to and interactions with nearby conflict countries
and regions where ethnic-kin groups achieved major
gains against the central state are more likely to empower
ethnic consciousness and mobilization. This study sug-
gests that conflict between a nearby state and ethnic kin
increases the salience of ethnic consciousness, identities,
and attachments, and that these dynamics and processes
facilitate ethnic learning and inspiration. Thus, ethnic
group members are more likely to learn from and be
inspired by the achievements of ethnic-kin groups in
nearby conflict countries. This finding implies that as
we assess the influence of transnational ethnic ties and
interactions on ethnic mobilization and conflict, we
should take into account the larger strategic environ-
ment. As some of the existing studies also suggest, a
particular strategic setting (e.g. a conflict setting) might
be more favorable for ethnic learning and inspiration
than another (e.g. a non-conflict setting) (see Walter,
2006; Forsberg, 2008).

The striking difference noted above further suggests
that proximity to a conflict country with ethnic kin is an
important factor in contagion processes. As Cederman,
Girardin & Gleditsch (2009: 410) claim, ‘the cross-
border ties most relevant for influencing the risk of civil
wars are those pertaining to groups that are geographi-
cally close’. Similarly, Forsberg (2013: 333) emphasizes
that ‘proximity is an important element delimiting the
relevant strategic environment of ethnic groups. Ethnic
groups are thus considered more likely to respond to

Figure 1. The cumulative predicted probabilities of segregationist and integrationist ethnonationalism
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domino effects if the distance to the group being granted
a concession is relatively small.’

Conclusions and implications

This study provides a micro-level analysis of the
dynamics and processes of conflict contagion in the con-
text of Turkey’s Kurdish conflict, one of the longest civil
conflicts in the post-World War II period. The statistical
analyses indicate that compared to having relatives in
non-contiguous and non-conflict countries (i.e. Eur-
opean countries), having relatives in neighboring coun-
tries that do host warring ethnic-kin groups increases
ethnonationalist tendencies and claims against the cen-
ter. In other words, familial ties to and interactions with
other parts of their ethnic homeland, where ethnic-kin
groups have achieved major economic, political, and ter-
ritorial gains, boost Turkish Kurds’ ethnonationalist
orientations and demands, but the same does not apply
to ties to and interactions with the Kurdish diaspora in a
non-contiguous and non-conflict region (i.e. Europe). It
is primarily due to transnational familial ties that amplify
cross-border collaboration between transnational co-
ethnics and the demonstration effect of mobilization and
achievements by ethnic-kin groups in nearby conflict
areas. Furthermore, strong transnational linkages to
nearby countries that host conflicting ethnic-kin groups
strengthen pan-ethnic identities, consciousness, feelings,
and solidarities. In return, such pan-ethnic orientations
and sentiments promote ethnic consciousness and mobi-
lization. In brief, through various strategic and ideational
mechanisms and processes, transnational familial ties to
nearby conflict zones facilitate cross-border diffusion.

The findings of this study provide support for the
broader claim that transborder linkages, factors, and pro-
cesses, such as proximity to states experiencing ethnic
conflict and transnational ethnic ties to groups in con-
tiguous conflict countries, might exert a substantial
impact on the likelihood of ethnic mobilization. Thus,
the results suggest that, in addition to domestic pro-
cesses, ethnonationalism might involve border-
transgressing processes, dynamics, and influences. This
finding makes sense because social ties are not confined
within national borders. Ethnic group members can –
and, as evidenced by this study, do – have strong tribal
and familial ties and interactions across national borders,
and these transborder connections appear to substan-
tially shape their ethnonationalist awareness and orienta-
tions. As Forsberg (2013: 334) also notes, ‘ethnic groups
are outward-looking, hence [are] affected by events

involving other ethnic groups, both within the same
country and in the immediate surroundings’.

The Kurdish case further suggests that contagion
dynamics and processes might vary substantially across
the members of a particular ethnic group. Empirical
analyses of contagion dynamics among Turkey’s Kurds
show that the effect of nearby ethnic mobilization and
conflict on ethnonationalist orientations might be stron-
ger among certain ethnic group members than others. In
other words, some ethnic group members might be rel-
atively more receptive to contagion processes than oth-
ers. Therefore, in order to capture intragroup differences
in terms of the contagion effect (i.e. the differential oper-
ation of contagion processes across the members of a
particular ethnic group), it is necessary to broaden the
conventional group-centric focus of the existing conta-
gion literature and pay greater attention to individual-
level variables and factors. Until now, as far as can be
determined, no study has directly tested the effect of
transnational ties and interactions on ethnic awareness
and mobilization at the individual level. As Cederman,
Girardin & Gleditsch (2009: 433) also advise, ‘addi-
tional research is needed on the details of the border-
transgressing bond, especially as regards the nature of the
actor-specific mechanism’. The current study’s findings
suggest that one way of getting a better grasp of the
impact of border-crossing ties and bonds on ethnic
mobilization is to disaggregate the analysis to an individ-
ual level. Thus, as a future study, collecting individual-
level data and conducting micro-level analyses in other
conflict settings would be quite rewarding in terms of
enhancing our theoretical and empirical knowledge of
the dynamics and processes of conflict contagion.

Replication data
The dataset and do-files for the empirical analysis in this
article, along with the Online appendix, can be found at
https://www.prio.org/jpr/datasets/.
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