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Abstract 

Studies on the causes of the ethno-political rivalries that climaxed into the Liberian twin civil wars in 1989 
and 1999 have continued to ignore the manifestations of proto-nationalism, which have been tightly knitted 
with the socio-political fabric of the country since its establishment in 1847. This paper argues that merely 
blaming identity politics, citizenship contests, group hegemony and/or ethnicity as causal factors for the wars 
is absolutely superficial. But it is the thesis of this paper that the lack of a feeling of nationalism and the 
viciously calculated manipulations of historic social differences by political elites to achieve selfish politico-
economic power and affluence are the root causes of the wars. Thus, this paper undertakes a critical 
reflection on the precursors to the civil wars. Anchoring on the instrumentalist theory, with heavy reliance on 
secondary data, the study examines how political elites deliberately take advantage of the ethnic cleavages 
and the magnificent inter-group animosity to fulfil their self-serving political ambitions with implications for 
economic development. Also, the study employs the grievance and greed based explanations on the 
inevitability of the Liberia civil wars and the Hobbesian nature of the Liberian economic environment. The 
paper submits that the Liberian society lacked the sense of true nationalism and that proto-nationalists are 
the major causes of the economic collapse that the county continues to grapple with today.  

Keywords: Conflict, ethnicity, identity politics, insecurity, political elites, proto-nationalism, rebellion, 
violence. 

 

 

1 INTRODUCTION 

Civil wars have become increasingly common in recent years and they erupt for several 
reasons including, ethnic and religious tensions, ideological difference and social and 
economic inequalities. Whatever the reasons these wars have enormous economic and 
social costs and their effects are passed from generation to generation through landmine 
related incidence, brain drain (during and after the war) and the loss of institutions and 
infrastructure. Civil wars contribute to lower levels of output, per capita income and export 
earnings due to the destruction of production facilities and infrastructure, as well as 
uncertainty in the business environment (Sharma, 2006a, p. 554). 
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As true as this statement may be, Sharma and other scholars that have identified the factors responsible for 
the outbreak of civil wars have merely scratched the surface. This study blames proto-nationalism to be the 
major trigger of civil war, particularly in heterogeneous societies. The viciously calculated manipulations of 
historic social differences by political elites to achieve selfish politico-economic power and affluence is the 
chief cause of rebellion that metamorphoses into civil unrests. 

In a similar study, Sharma (2006b) faults lack of political freedom and ethnic discrimination as elements that 
exaggerate grievances, true as it is, the grievances cannot degenerate into full-fledged civil war without an 
emotional provocation of the aggrieved. In a different vein, Collier and Hoeffler (2002) argue that neither 
ethnic diversity nor political suppression is responsible for the occurrence of civil war rather economic factors 
is. But economic factors such as economic inequalities or total exclusion cannot in themselves produce 
violent conflict, it is the manipulation of these economic factors by political elites to satisfy their greed for 
politico-economic power that compel civil disorder. 

Therefore, this paper examines the role of proto-nationalism as a major cause of civil war from the Liberian 
experience and its implication on the Liberian economy. 

2 CONCEPT OF PROTO-NATIONALISM 

The concept of proto-nationalism has a historical relevance in political science discourse. Scholars in the 
field have described it as the kind of nationalism expressed in the face of political oppressions. For instance, 
scholars argue that the 1789 French Revolution is simply proto-nationalism in action (Jacobson, 2004; 
Ubaku, Emeh & Anyikwa, 2014). Similarly, Rotimi and Ogen (2008) have described the series of resistance 
movements against colonial penetration and domination by pre-colonial Africans as proto-nationalism. Also, 
Dreyfus (2005, p. 11) refers to the “pre-modern sense of collective identity” that Tibetans expressed in their 
reaction against Chinese occupation in the early 1950s as an act of proto-nationalism. 

In recent times, there have been some rethinking of the concept by scholars. Prominent among them is Eric 
Hobsbawm who did an insightful piece on the creation of an ‘imagined community’. He avows that proto-
nationalism is having a sense of attachment to an affiliation. This might not necessary be a product of any 
blood tie but other bonding forces such as an accepted vernacular, similarly shared history, religious 
believes, shared symbols like a flag, an anthem, monument and celebration (Hobsbawm, 1990). When these 
forces are shrouded around a particular myth or a significant historic event, its reminder generates emotions 
that awaken a peoples’ consciousness. Therefore, proto-nationalism can be described as the reawakening of 
pre-modern sentiments and attachment to a common imagined community (Hobsbawm, 1990; Smith, 1991; 
Dreyfus, 2005; Olanrewaju, Omotoso, Alabi & Keshiro, 2019). Hobsbawm has explained that proto-
nationalism is a prototype of nationalism which could precede a full-fledged nationalism. That is, it is a 
semblance of nationalism. It “supplies ready-to-use symbols for modern-day mobilization” (Hobsbawm, 1990, 
p. 77). 

It is pertinent to note that scholars like Calhoun (1993) and Kaldor (2004) have noted that in political elites’ 
desperation for power, especially in heterogeneous societies, proto-nationalism could be capitalized on to 
invoke loyalty and support for their personal political ambition. Politicians fall back to their imagined 
communities for required support so as to gain political leverage against opposition. Therefore, proto-
nationalism is the reawakening and inciting of nationalistic identities and sentiments by political elites for the 
actualization of self-serving political agenda. That is, politicians constantly remind the people with whom they 
share affinity with of their genealogical or ethno-religious fraternity for the purpose of provoking their loyalty 
towards the fulfilment of personal political ambitions. 

3 THEORY OF INSTRUMENTALISM 

Fredrik Barth (1969) and Abner Cohen (1974) are the earliest proponents of the theory of instrumentalism 
(Barth, 1969). Instrumentalists regard identities such as ethnicity, religion, language and culture as resources 
that could be mobilised for the purpose of achieving specific interests. The instrumentalists argue that 
national identity is not a gift of nature, like the primordialists portend, but a socio-political construct fabricated 
by elites. These elites wheel the identity of the group they share similarities with in response to situations of 
either opportunities or threats, first for their own advantage and then the group. The principal purpose of this 
is to promote the political and economic ambitions of the elites (Bacova, 1998; Brown, 2000; Leith, 2006). 

Scholars who advance the theory of instrumentalism, such as Llobera (1999), Brown (2000), Leith (2006) 
and so on, argue that national identity is made up of variables (ethnicity, religion, language, culture, territory) 
among which any can be employed at any time to fulfil certain objective. Also, they argue that national 
identity is fluid, as any of its variables can fit into any circumstances – i.e. national identity has the power of 



Proceedings of SOCIOINT 2019- 6th International Conference on Education, Social Sciences and Humanities  
24-26 June 2019- Istanbul, Turkey  

 

ISBN: 978-605-82433-6-1 1265 

 

adapting to any situation. According to Brown (2000, cited in Leith, 2006, p. 29), “while an individual can 
choose certain attributes such as race, language, and religion, the importance of these attributes changes 
from situation to situation”. However, Leith states that these differences actually do not matter until elites 
become confronted with issues that are beyond them to handle, they begin to seek the intervention of their 
group by magnifying inter-group differences to galvanise sympathy and support. 

Since an individual is an embodiment of identities, political elites conjure the most appropriate for specific 
situations. They take advantage of group sympathy, solidarity, loyalty and generosity to advance personal 
political and economic interests. Political elites incite group members by falsely painting pictures of threat to 
group interest and mobilising forces to either secure such interest or preserve group dignity. As a tool is 
manipulated by an engineer for his constructions, so also elites manipulate identities for their political and 
economic interests (Bacova, 1998; Conversi, 2006; Duruji, 2010; Duruji, 2012). In the same vein, Leith 
(2006, p. 27) states that: 

…as the opportunities, or threats, that the group in question faces change then the options 
available to them, and thus their response also change. So, the form that their national or 
ethnic identity will take will change in response to different situations. 

4 PROTO-NATIONALISM AND THE LIBERIAN CIVIL WAR 

Since the establishment of the Republic of Liberia on the 26th of July 1847, political actors have used 
ethnicity as an instrument of acute bifurcation of the social, political and economic structures in the country. 
Its initial balkanisation was between the descendants of the African slaves (simply known as the Americo-
Liberians) who were set free in America and eventually found their settlement in Liberia, and the indigenous 
Liberian population. The Americo-Liberians, first led by William V.S. Tubman in 1944, and then succeeded 
by his deputy, William R. Tolbert, Jr. in 1971 after Tubman’s death, established themselves as an oligarchy 
in the country on the platform of the True Whig Party. Though they were the minority, they controlled more 
affluence than the remainder of the majority indigenous population put together. As a result of this, the 
Americo-Liberians had monopolistic control of politics and the economy. To deepen their ethnic chauvinistic 
domination and to strategically perpetrate their ethnic identity across the country, to the detriment of the 
other sixteen indigenous majority groups, the Americo-Liberian political elites attempted to create a sort of 
fraternal enclave for themselves in the country by limiting voting right to themselves; that is, the indigenous 
population had no privilege to participate in the political process of the country except they own estate or 
property in the country. Also, only people from the Americo-Liberian descent were allowed to be recruited 
into the military. By so doing, they embarked on a massive enlistment of their ethnic group into the Armed 
Forces of Liberia (AFL) for the purpose of crushing any opposition to the authority of their dynasty (Akpan, 
1973; Adeleke, 1995; Conteh-Morgan & Kadivar, 1995).  According to Adeleke (1995, p. 572), in Liberia 
“ethnicity became the only index of group identification and social mobility … setting the stage for political 
conflict.”  

To further amplify the century-long ethnic identity politics and crisis within Liberia, in April 1980, Master-
Sergeant Samuel Doe mobilised a group of seventeen soldiers from the indigenous ethnic groups, mainly to 
forcefully seize power from the Americo-Liberian oligarchy. Samuel Doe established the People’s 
Redemption Council (PRC) to create a platform for the inclusion of all indigenous ethnic groups to participate 
in the political affairs of Liberia. Initially, the establishment of the PRC sprouted hope and celebration among 
the oppressed indigenous people who had long yearned for inclusion and freedom to exercise their rights 
and privileges in their fatherland. According to the words of Conteh-Morgan and Kadivar (1995, p. 9): 

Many Liberians overwhelmingly of native background commended heartily the actions of the 
PRC and expressed joy at the overthrow of the Americo-Liberian oligarchy and the end of 
the True Whig Party's repressive rule. Along with the rejoicing were rising expectations that 
significant improvement would take place in both the political and socio-economic fortunes of 
the average Liberian citizen.  

Expectedly, Doe’s military junta immediately commenced action by gruesomely executing members of the 
executive of the ousted government at a public beach in the capital city Monrovia. The indigenous 
communities counted this as a right retaliation for the years of horrendous experiences they had suffered 
from the hands of the Americo-Liberian ethnic group and they thought it would commence a new dawn of 
emancipation for native Liberians. Unfortunately, it was not so. The hopes of the non-Krahn ethnic groups 
were dashed, as Doe decided to practice the same ethnic jingoistic policies that the deposed regime was 
accused of. 

Doe began to exterminate some members of his PRC who were non-Krahn and who could challenge his 
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authority, he replaced the principals of the former oligarchies heading vital sectors of the economy with his 
Krahn people, filled up the Armed Forces of Liberia with his kinsmen to guarantee the loyalty of his military 
and to use the force as an instrument of consolidating power. Doe’s regime became repulsive to criticisms; 
he detained anti-regime personalities or sent them on exile. These created a disaffection amongst the ethnic 
elements in the country. Other native ethnic groups became more disappointed and hurt by the self-centred 
actions of Doe and the Krahn ethnic. This jeopardised and even destroyed the chord that bonded the 
indigenous people who united as a result of their similar experience during the age-long oppression under 
the Americo-Liberians rule (Dunn & Tarr, 1993; Adeleke, 1995; Conteh-Morgan & Kadivar, 1995). 

Furthermore, an extension to the remote causes of the Liberian civil war was the clash between Doe and the 
Commander of the Armed Forces of Liberia, General Thomas Quiwonkpa (of the Gio ethnic group in the 
Nimba County of Liberia). In November 1985, Quiwonkpa organised a failed coup which was perpetrated by 
soldiers from the Gio and Mano ethnic groups, both of the Nimba County. Nimba County became the 
battlefield as majority of the Liberian Army that were loyal to Doe were Krahns and Mandingos, also of the 
Nimba County. This brought about a bloody fight in the county resulting in about a thousand death 
(Clapham, 1991; Conteh-Morgan & Kadivar, 1995; Roessler, 2011). Quiwonkpa and his loyalists were also 
rounded-up and massacred. 

The stroke that broke the camel’s back and which served as the immediate cause of the civil war was when 
the National Patriotic Front of Liberia (NPFL), led by Charles Taylor (an Americo-Liberian descent), laid a 
siege on Nimba County through Cote d’Ivoire, government forces responded by clamping down on the Gios 
and Manos. This, in addition to the previous massacres perpetrated by the Krahn and Mandingo military 
forces, provoked the Gios and Manos to join Taylor’s NPFL against the government forces. 

Charles Taylor took advantage of the identity contradictions within Nimba County to execute his personal 
ambition of taking over political and economic power, venting his personal vendetta and restoring the 
hegemony of the Americo-Liberians upturned by Samuel Doe. Taylor understood that controlling Nimba 
could gain him the seat of power. Before 1985, there have also been religious tension in Nimba County 
between the Mandingos, who are predominantly Muslims, and the Gios and Manos, who are predominantly 
Christians. The Mandingos regard the Gios and Manos as infidels which should be exterminated, while the 
later do not recognise the former as Liberians because the Mandingos’ historical root is unknown. Therefore, 
the rivalry in Nimba County between Krahn and Mandingo, on one side, and Gio and Mano, on the other 
side, is characterised by religious, ethnic and political undercurrents (Boas, 2008; Conteh-Morgan & Kadivar, 
1995). Taylor was able to hinge on these existing contradictions in Nimba to recruit many young persons 
from Gio and Mano that spearheaded the NPFL forces eventual occupation of the Nimba County and 
onward invasion of Monrovia. 

Mobilization was rapid, initially on a largely ethnic basis (Gio and Mano against the Krahn), 
drawing on the resentments built up over the preceding years. The two rebel leaders who 
first emerged in the struggle both played heavily on these tribal divisions, one of them, 
Prince Johnson, being himself a Gio, the other, Charles Taylor, needing to find a means to 
deflect attention from his Americo-Liberian heritage (Brown, 2017, p.130). 

On his own part, Doe was able to incite more supports from the Mandingos by offering them a carte blanche 
citizenship status in Monrovia; knowing fully well that their identity as Liberians has been a bone of 
contention between them and the Gio and Mano. This emboldened the Mandingos more and together with 
the Krahn soldiers they killed Gio and Mano civilians based in Monrovia. In 1990, the Krahn and Mandingo 
soldiers also torched a church where about six hundred (600) Gios and Manos were sleeping. When the 
government forces remembered that Charles Taylor, leader of the militia, was of an Americo-Liberian 
descent, they extended their target on the group, thereby increasing the ethnic bloodletting. This increased 
sympathy for the course of Taylor’s NPFL militia and its membership increased with Americo-Liberians 
joining. This, external support from Libya and the continuous interception of artilleries from the US meant for 
the government forces increased the success recorded by the NPFL until Samuel Doe was captured and 
murdered in 1990. Afterwards, the Liberian civil war became a free for all and major source of insecurity to its 
immediate neighbours and the entire sub-region (Conteh-Morgan & Kadivar, 1995; Brown, 2017). 

4.1 The Liberian Civil War and its Economic Undertones: Grievance-Greed 
Explanations 

Attempts have been made by scholars to examine the causes of civil war, and it has been established that 
violent conflicts are perpetrated basically for the purpose of carrying out motives. These motives could either 
be underscored by grievance or greed, while sometimes it could be a combination of both. On one hand, 
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when people can no longer tolerate been deprived, excluded, marginalized and oppressed, then their 
grievances are expressed in rebellion (Collier & Hoeffler, 2004). While on the other hand, rebellion could be 
a means to an end. It could be fuelled by greed. Violent conflict could be seen as an opportunity to profit 
through looting and banditry. Often times, rebels target state’s resources which they hitherto do not have 
access to, forcefully redirecting the proceeds for their own benefit (Grossman, 1999). 

4.1.1 Grievance-Based Explanation 

Social inequality provokes civil rebellion within a society. When a section of the society is treated with less 
dignity from others, such society provides a breeding ground for the violent expression of grievances. 
Especially when the subject of such social differences is political or/and economic the resentment becomes 
more acute and impacting (Stewart, 2002; Doorn, 2012). 

As stated earlier, the Liberian society has struggled with social, economic and political inequalities within its 
ethnic contraptions. The grievance the natives hold against the Americo-Liberians stemmed from the 
unexpected betrayal the natives received after they had welcomed the freed American slaves with open 
harms to their native land. The natives generously gave out their lands, properties and other resources to the 
returnees. They were entirely reintegrated with no-holds-barred. In turn, the Americo-Liberians established a 
political state structure that was strange to the native communities and imposed the system across the 
length and breadth of the territory. To consolidate this move, the returnees organized themselves as an elite 
class who took control of all political, commercial, military and strategic affairs of the new state, forming an 
oligarchy (Herbert, 2014). 

The indigenous population were completely alienated from taking part in the political affairs of their country. 
They were stripped off their democratic rights unless they had estates and properties. These actions of the 
Americo-Liberians incredibly pauperized the other ethnic groups. As a result of these, hatred, anger and 
resentment were what the natives felt towards their assailants. So much so that public jubilation erupted 
across country when Master-Sergeant Samuel Doe orchestrated the coup d’état that ended the years of 
subjugation in 1980. 

The degree of hatred native Liberians had against the Americo-Liberians was seen in the nation-wide 
accolades Samuel Doe enjoyed when he ferociously and brutally executed, butchered and hung the body 
parts of the executive members of the deposed government at a public beach in the capital. However, to 
further aggravate this sense of grievances within the Liberian society, the natives’ hope of breathing a sigh of 
relief was suddenly short-circuited. This was because Doe turned his back and that of his ethnic group 
against the others. The oppression, deprivation, exclusion and marginalization continued for majority of the 
natives. Doe’s Krahn ethnic group took over from where the ousted Americo- Liberians stopped. This 
unabated grievance only provoked mobilization for a rebellion. 

In 1985, Thomas Quiwonkpa master-minded a rebellion of the Gio and Mano ethnic groups against the 
Doe’s regime but failed. This failed coup exacerbated the horrors the Gios and Manos continued to 
experience from the government and the military. This frustration drove them to join forces with the National 
Patriotic Front of Liberia (NPFL) led by Charles Taylor (an Americo-Liberian; their former enemy) against the 
Krahns and Mandingos in such an intensity that sparked off the civil war. 

Therefore, it is these dimensions of grievances proto-nationalists in Liberia capitalized on for the attainment 
of their self-serving political and economic ambitions. Samuel Doe, Thomas Quiwonkpa and Charles Taylor 
took advantage of the existing cleavages which were triggered by the desire for retribution within the Liberia 
society, first to project their personal interest and then to position their individual ethnic fraternities on the 
pinnacle of social, political and economic power. This implies that proto-nationalism is parasitic in its 
manifestations. It lives on and magnifies existing heterogeneous identities, deepening social acrimonies to 
instigate rebellion that will facilitate covert political intentions. 

4.1.2 Greed-Based Explanation 

From the greed narrative, one can relate with the significant role played by the desire to seize opportunity to 
control political power by all means. In most African countries, Liberia inclusive, access to political power 
automatically means access to economic affluence. In this case, politicians have unrestricted access to the 
country’s resources and treasury, and they practice nepotism with impunity (Doorn, 2012; Olanrewaju, 2014; 
Folarin & Folarin, 2018). It is this nepotistic act that provokes the deprived section of the country to seek 
other means, including rebellion, to forcefully benefit from what ordinarily should be rightfully theirs (Collier & 
Hoeffler, 2004). 

In the Liberian case, Samuel Doe took advantage of the social dichotomy in the country to achieve a 
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personal political cum economic agenda. He understood that the Americo-Liberians’ political and economic 
monopoly was impenetrable except he got the support of the natives, whom he made to believe that ousting 
the oligarchies was for the betterment of all. It is against this backdrop that Doe assembled a multi-ethnic 
rebel force within the military to execute his planned mutiny against the oppressive regime. Afterwards, he 
established the People’s Redemption Council (PRC) which campaigned on the rhetoric of dismantling the 
corrupt and exclusive government of the Americo-Liberians and replace it with that which will guarantee 
equality and equity for all Liberians. 

This was only a mirage as reality immediately dawned on the natives. As soon as Samuel Doe settled into 
power, he turned his back at the people. Doe commenced the elimination of non-krahns in the military and in 
PRC, especially those who helped him in deposing the previous regime. He also went after those critical of 
his government and others perceived to be detractors across the country. 

At this juncture, the ethnic elements in Liberia could only think of ways of self-preservation. For instance, the 
Mandingo ethnic groups thought that to be a major actor in the scheme of things and to be a part of the 
beneficiaries in the country they must align with Samuel Doe and the Krahn ethnic group. Put differently, to 
secure opportunities and profit from the country’s resources, they must completely support and protect the 
interest of Samuel Doe. To this end, the greed of the Mandingos placed them at the beck and call of Samuel 
Doe. 

In another vein, Charle Taylor considered the inter-ethnic acrimony between the Krahn-Mandingos on one 
side and the Gio- Manos on the other side as a distraction to the Samuel Doe regime and an opportunity for 
him to seize power and to re-establish the dominance of the Americo-Liberians in the country. This would 
have seen him retake control of economic power for his kinsmen and reposition them for continuous 
affluence and hegemony in Liberia. 

5 IMPACT OF THE CIVIL WAR ON THE LIBERIA’S ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

As divided as the Liberian society was between the Americo-Liberians and the natives, so also was the 
country’s economy two-faced. The country experienced both economic growth centred in Monrovia and 
acute poverty elsewhere. There was a very obvious case of class contrast between the very powerful rich 
but few and a majority very poor natives; a growing city in Monrovia and totally undeveloped shantytowns 
spread across the country. The unapologetic political and economic exclusion practiced by the Americo-
Liberian oligarchies barred more contributions to the country’s Gross Domestic Product (GDP), vis-à-vis the 
mismanagement and corruption that bedevilled the economy made the resource-rich country rank among the 
world’s poorest. To make matters worse for the economy, ushering the year 1980 were hiking world 
petroleum price and nose-diving key export product prices which simultaneously occurred at the international 
market. While at the home front, unemployment, domestic debt, consumer prices and food prices all soared 
high; intensifying the sufferings of the highest population in the land (King & Lawrence, 2005; Radelet, 2007). 

The struggling Liberian economy completely collapsed during its fourteen years of political turmoil. The 
protracted fighting between the proto-nationalists after the successful execution of its first coup d’état 
brought about a complete destruction of socio-economic infrastructure and a total suspension of every 
commercial activity that would have culminated in economic progress and development. Businesses went 
comatose, industries shutdown, foreign capitals fled, experts took their flight, domestic labour perished with 
the war, foreign remittances from the diaspora dwindled and both external and internal revenues crashed. 
According to the words of Radelet (2007, p. 2), “Liberian’s GDP peaked in 1979, began to decline after the 
1980 coup, and collapsed out-rightly after the beginning of the war in 1989.”  

As the conflict intensified, farmlands were abandoned for fear of being caught at crossfire between 
government and rebel forces. Farm products were looted and farmers found were killed or maimed. By 
implication, agricultural production dropped to the least for both domestic consumption and export. For 
instance, “rice production fell 73% between 1987 and 2005, financial services fell 93%, and electricity and 
water fell 85%. Transportation and communication, trade and hotels, and construction all fell around 70%” 
(Radelet, 2007, p. 4).  The country’s major export productions in timber, iron ore and diamond suffered huge 
setbacks with grave impact on revenue inflow (Gul, 2009). Exports drastically dropped from $486 million in 
1978 to about $10 million in 2004 (Radelet, 2007). Moreover, Liberian export revenue completely ceased 
when the United Nations Security Council imposed sanctions on the country’s export products to block the 
financial flows to the warlords used in the purchasing of arms and artilleries for the war. Following the 
discharge of heavy bombardments, basic infrastructures gave way; roads, bridges, electricity plants, public 
water facilities, and so on were utterly destroyed. As at 1995 the GDP had fallen by a ridiculous 90% and the 
economy further degenerated to a world emergency situation when fighting re-ignited out of proportion in 
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2003 necessitating interventions from the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS) and the 
United Nations (UN) (King & Lawrence, 2005; Radelet, 2007). 

6 CONCLUSION 

The Liberian civil war experience simply reveals the manifestations of proto-nationalism within the country. 
This study makes an attempt to settle the unending debate that ethnicity and other national identities are not 
sufficient enough to cause a civil war. It confirms that it is the leprous hands of political elites that aggravate 
them into unmanageable situations which culminate into civil unrests for their self-serving politico-economic 
advantages. The negative peace in Liberia since the formation of the state in 1847 only exploded when elites 
took advantage of existing socio-politico-economic cleavages. That is, Liberian proto-nationalists provoked 
the age-long grievances within the country to satisfy their greed. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

We would like to extend our sincere appreciation to Covenant University Centre for Research, Innovation 
and Development for funding the registration of the paper for SOCIOINT 2019. 

 

REFERENCE LIST 

Adeleke, A. (1995). The politics and diplomacy of peacekeeping in West Africa: The ECOWAS operation in 
Liberia. Journal of Modern African Studies, 33 (4), 569-593. DOI: 10.1017/S0022278X00021443 

Akpan, B. (1973). Black imperialism: Americo-Liberian rule over the African peoples of Liberia, 1841-1964, 
The Canadian Journal of African Studies, 7 (2), 217-236. 

Bacova, V. (1998). The construction of national identity – On primordialism and instrumentalism. Human 
Affairs, 8 (1), 29-43. 

Barth, F. (1969). Introduction. In F. Barth (Ed.), Ethnic groups and boundaries (9-38). Boston: Little Brown. 

Boas, M. (2008). A funeral for a friend: Contested citizenship in the Liberian civil war. Paper Presented at the 
BISA Africa Conference. Retrieved on July 4, 2018, from http://www.open.ac.uk/socialsciences/bisa-
africa/confpapers/Boas%20exeter%2008.pdf 

Brown, D. (2000). Contemporary nationalism: Civic, ethnocultural, and multicultural politics. London: 
Routledge. 

Brown, D. (2017). Grand narratives of crisis: Customary conflicts as a factor in the Liberian Civil War and 
implications for policy. In C. Hojbjerg, J. Knorr, & W. Murphy (Eds.), Politics and Policies in Upper 
Guinea Coast Societies: Change and Continuity (125-143). Palgrave Macmillan: New York, USA. 

Calhoun, C. (1993). Nationalism and ethnicity. Annual Review of Sociology, 19, 211-239. 

Clapham, C. (1991). Liberia. In M. Gilbert (Ed.), Recent History Atlas. New York: Macmillan. 

Cohen, A. (1974). Introduction: The lesson of ethnicity. In A. Cohen (Ed.), Urban ethnicity (9-24). London: 
Tavistock. 

Collier, P. & Hoeffler, A. (2002). On the incidence of civil war in Africa.  Journal of Conflict Resolution, 46 (1), 
13-28, DOI: 10.1177/0022002702046001002. 

Collier, P. & Hoeffler, A. (2004). Greed and Grievance in Civil War. Oxford Economic Papers, 56. 

Conteh-Morgan, E., & Kadivar, S. (1995). Ethnopolitical violence in the Liberian civil war, Journal of Conflict 
Studies, 15 (1), 30-44. 

Conversi, D. (2006). Mapping the field: Theories of nationalism and the ethnosymbolic approach. In A. 
Leoussi, & S. Grosby (Eds.), Nationalism and ethnosymbolism: History, culture and ethnicity in the 
formation of nations (15-30). Edinburgh, UK: Edinburgh University Press. 

Doorn, W. (2012). ‘Greed and ‘Grievance’ as Motivations for Civil War: The Libyan Case. Review of 
International Studies, King’s College, London. Retrieved on February 2, 2019, from https://www.e-
ir.info/2013/03/09/the-libyan-case-greed-and-grievance-as-motivations-for-civil-war/ 

Dreyfus, G. (2005). Are we prisoners of Shangrila? Orientalism, nationalism, and the study of Tibet. Journal 
of the International Association of Tibetan Studies, 1, 1-21. 

http://www.open.ac.uk/socialsciences/bisa-africa/confpapers/Boas%20exeter%2008.pdf
http://www.open.ac.uk/socialsciences/bisa-africa/confpapers/Boas%20exeter%2008.pdf
https://www.e-ir.info/2013/03/09/the-libyan-case-greed-and-grievance-as-motivations-for-civil-war/
https://www.e-ir.info/2013/03/09/the-libyan-case-greed-and-grievance-as-motivations-for-civil-war/


Proceedings of SOCIOINT 2019- 6th International Conference on Education, Social Sciences and Humanities  
24-26 June 2019- Istanbul, Turkey  

 

ISBN: 978-605-82433-6-1 1270 

 

Dunn, E., & Tarr, B. (1988). Liberia: A National Polity in Transition. Metuchen, NJ: The Scarecrow Press. 

Duruji, M. (2010). Ethnic militias and sub-nationalism in Nigeria: A comparative study of MASSOB and OPC 
(Unpublished PhD thesis). Covenant University, Ota, Ogun State, Nigeria. 

Duruji, M. (2012). Resurgent ethno-nationalism and the renewed demand for Biafra in south-east Nigeria. 
National Identities, 14 (4), 329-350, DOI: 10.1080/14608944.2012.662216. 

Folarin, O. & Folarin, S. (2018). A Strategic and Prescriptive Approach to Nation-Building and National 
Development in Nigeria. Astra Salvensis, VI (Supplement No. 1). 

Grossman, H. (1999). Kleptocracy and Revolutions. Oxford Economic Papers, 51. 

Gul, E. (2009). Case Study of Liberian Economic Growth: Pertinent Lessons for Developing Countries. 
Munich Personal RePEc Archive, MPRA Paper No. 48462. 

Herbert, S. (2014). Conflict Analysis of Liberia. GSDRC. Retrieved on February 2, 2019, from 
www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/liberiaca.pdf 

Hobsbawm, E. (1990). Nations and nationalism since 1780: Programme, myth, reality. Cambridge, UK: 
Cambridge University Press. 

Jacobson, S. (2004). The head and heart of Spain: New perspectives on nationalism and nationhood. Social 
History, 29 (3), 393-407. 

Kaldor, M. (2004). Nationalism and globalisation. Nations and Nationalism, 10 (1/2), 161-177. 

King, G. & Lawrence, V. (2005). Africa, a Continent in Crisis: The Economic and Social Implications of Civil 
War and Unrest Among African Nations. EDGE Final Spring. 

Leith, M. (2006). Nationalism and national identity in Scottish politics (Unpublished PhD Thesis), University of 
Glasgow. 

Llobera, J. (1999). Recent theories of nationalism. Institut de Ciencies Politiques i Socials, Working paper. 
Retrieved on May 17, 2015, from https://www.icps.cat/archivos/WorkingPapers/WP_I_164.pdf 

Olanrewaju, I. (2014). Fractionality in Homogeneity? Value Differences and Cross-Cultural Conflict in 
Somalia. In L. Asuelime, & S. Francis (Eds.), Selected Themes in African Political Studies: Advances 
in African Economic, Social and Political Development (9-23). Switzerland: Springer International 
Publishing. 

Olanrewaju, I., Omotoso, F., Alabi, J., & Keshiro, P. (2019). Proto-Nationalism and the insecurity domino in 
West Africa: A study of Cote d’Ivoire and Nigeria. Presented in 6th International Conference on 
Education, Social Sciences and Humanities, Istanbul, Turkey, 24-26 June. 

Radelet, S. (2007). Reviving Economic Growth in Liberia. Centre of Global Development. Working Paper No. 
133. 

Roessler, P. (2011). The enemy within: Personal rule, coups, and civil war in Africa. World Politics, 63 (2), 
300-346, DOI: 10.1017/S0043887111000049. 

Rotimi, K., & Ogen, O. (2008). Jaja and Nana in the Niger Delta Region of Nigeria: Proto-Nationalists or 
emergent capitalists. The Journal of Pan African Studies, 2 (7), 48-58. 

Sharma, K. (2006a). Development policy, inequality and civil war in Nepal. Journal of International 
Development, 18, 553–569, DOI: 10.1002/jid.1252 

Sharma, K. (2006b). The political economy of civil war in Nepal. World Development, 34 (7), 1237-1253, 
DOI: 10.1016/j.worlddev.2005.12.001. 

Smith, A. (1991). National identity. London: Penguin. 

Stewart, F. (2002). Horizontal inequalities as a source of conflict. In F. Hampson, & D. Malone (Eds.), From 
reaction to conflict prevention: Opportunities for the UN system (105–136). Boulder: Lynne Rienner. 

Ubaku, K., Emeh, C., & Anyikwa, C. (2014). Impact of nationalist movement on the actualisation of Nigerian 
independence, 1914-1960. International Journal of History and Philosophical Research, 2 (1), 54-69. 

 

http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/liberiaca.pdf
https://www.icps.cat/archivos/WorkingPapers/WP_I_164.pdf

