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1. Introduction  

During post-war reconstruction ex-combatants are often seen as a threat toward the peace 

(Themnér 2011, p.1). They possess experience of fighting and the knowledge of using 

weapons and many will turn to violence in order to impose change (Humphreys and 

Weinstein 2004, p.39). Finding a way to solve this security issue has been a goal within the 

literature of conflict resolution (Themnér 2011, p.1). Stedman argues that return to organised 

violence by ex-combatants represent the most severe threat to the peace since it imposes a 

massive loss in lives, destruction of people´s homes, as well as it endangers the new peace 

order and the regional security (Stedman 2003, p.109). Therefore it is of major importance to 

get a deeper knowledge of the processes that takes place during post-war reconstruction. To 

understand how to ensure a stable transition and a secure environment. The previous research 

have mostly focused on the political and economic aspects when trying to satisfy ex-

combatants (Berdal and Ucko 2009). This thesis will try and highlight the importance of 

social factors during peace building. The goal is to gain a deeper understanding and therefore 

contribute to the field of peace resolution. By only looking at the economic and political 

aspects of demobilization and reintegration is to begin at the wrong end. We live in a social 

world and we are social beings. The world around us is based on those social ideas that we 

share and we maintain them through norms, sanctions, rules and laws. Therefore we need to 

begin to examine the social structures in the society. We need to ask the questions of what 

social factors and structures contributed to the war.  

       Disarmament, demobilization and reintegration program (DDR) have become a 

reoccurring event to deal with the security risk of ex-combatants. DDR is based on three 

different steps, disarmament were weapon are collected, demobilization entails registration of 

the combatants and transportation to community of choice, the last part of the program is 

reintegration which usually includes a reinsertion package and receive the civilian status and 

gain employment and income, the reintegration is both economic and social. During the 

reintegration the ex-combatants enter a program that can provide job training or education 

(UNDDR 2005). Some DDR programs have achieved the goals they set out to reach while 

others have not been successful. This has resulted in “lessons learned” literature and scholars 

have tried to figure out why the program failed in some cases.  

       What aspects of the DDR program will have the most effect on creating a sustainable 

environment? Scholars such as Spears (2006) and Özerdem argues that the most vital aspect 

of DDR to promote long-term and stable peace is the reintegration. According to Stedman 
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(2003, p.109) and Humphreys and Weinstein (2004, p.3) the demobilization and reintegration 

processes are central during the peace-building processes. Because of these arguments this 

thesis will focus on the demobilization and reintegration processes during DDR programs.        

     The purpose of this paper is to examine the affect that level of abuse performed by armed 

groups have on the variation in the success of demobilization and reintegration during DDR 

programs. Previously most research have had focus on the economic aspects of DDR and the 

design and budget of the DDR program. This thesis aim to investigate the role that social 

structures might have on the success of DDR programs. To answer the question of why some 

DDR programs are more successful than others and based on the acknowledge research gap 

generated to the research question for this thesis. The research question is phrased as 

followed: Why are some DDR-processes more successful in demobilizing and reintegrating 

ex-combatants than others? 

     The theoretical arguments for this paper is based on two mechanisms. I argue that the level 

of abuse performed by the different armed groups will lead to feelings of insecurity and lower 

social acceptance which will affect the variation in demobilization and reintegration in a 

negative way. This study will be done by investigating how the level of abuse performed by 

armed groups such as the Government of Liberia between 1997 and 2003 and the rebel group 

RENAMO in Mozambique have affected their demobilization and reintegration and then 

compare the cases.  The results suggest that the level of violence had the most effect on the 

number of participants in the disarmament and demobilization phase.  

 

1.1 Disposition of the paper 

This thesis will first discuss some of the previous literature on ex-combatant violence and 

DDR. Secondly, the theory will provide an explanation to answer the research question. It 

clarifies how the level of abuse is expected to affect demobilization and reintegration during 

DDR programs. By showing how the level of abuse is thought to effect feelings of insecurity 

for the ex-combatants and how social acceptance in turn will have a negative effect on the 

demobilization and reintegration processes. The next section of this paper will introduce the 

chosen method that will be used to try and answer the research question. Then the 

operationalisation of the variables will be explained. Thereafter the cases in this study is 

presented and motivated, the first is the NPFL/Government of Liberia and the second is 

RENAMO rebel group in Mozambique. Following is a comparison of the two cases and 
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concluded with a discussion of the studies limitations and alternative explanations. Lastly, the 

paper ends with a conclusion and summary.  

 

2. Theory  

This section will start by looking at previous and existing literature of ex-combatant violence 

and how DDR programs have obtained a vital role for that cause. Then it explains the 

formation of DDR programs. Following, it presents the gap and the purpose of this research. 

The second section describes the theoretical framework and the mechanism that connects the 

variables.  

 

2.1 Previous literature 

Scholars have previously tried to understand why some DDR processes are unsuccessful and 

this has resulted in many “lessons learned” literature (Jennings 2007; Clement 2004; Hassan 

Babiker and Özerdem 2003). Berdal and Ucko (2009) have found that there are some 

deficiencies that are overlooked both in the literature but also in the practices by donor 

countries as well as the UN. The first one is the variety that the different cases show. He 

acknowledges the diversity that exist among the different groups and the fact that the success 

of DDR programs has been very uneven. The second deficiency is the relation that exist 

between the focus on short-term security and stability and creating an environment for long-

term maintainable development. This is a reoccurring issue that DDR programs are faced 

with. The third aspect that Berdal and Ucko discuss is that DDR processes have to take part of 

a wider political process. Although, the DDR program cannot in itself carry the peace process 

but it is essential that the program is intertwined with the peace process (Berdal and Ucko 

2009, p.3-6). These deficiencies show the complexity of the issues that DDR programs 

encounter.  

     Scholars have tried to pursue the quest of understanding why some ex-combatants return to 

violence and others do not. They have focused on the lack of economic opportunities, feelings 

of insecurity and the availability of weapons (Themnér 2013, p.296). Gamba has identified 

that there is a higher risk of repeated war or an intensification of violence when there is high 

number of unemployment among ex-combatants. Another factor that Gamba has recognized 

as a threat for increased violence and crime among ex-combatants is the availability of 
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weapons (Gamba 2003, p.126). Walter has found economic factors to be a risk for violence 

and the possibility to influence political decision-making (Walter 2004, p.372). This study 

have found that many researchers have focused on the lack of economic opportunity, 

availability of weapons and security issues. This could have had an impact on the way that 

DDR programs are constructed. DDR programs have received a central role in preventing ex-

combatant violence and providing a safe transition from war to peace. The international 

community have put emphasis on these programs because of the risk that ex-combatants pose 

(Themner 2011, p.2; Humphrey and Weinstein 2007, p.535). The key goal of DDR is usually 

to collect as much arms and demobilize as many combatants as possible (UNDDR 2005). The 

DDR program consist of mainly three parts, disarmament, demobilization and reintegration. 

This thesis will mainly focus on the second and third part because the previous literature 

highlights the importance of demobilization and reintegration to promote long-term and stable 

peace (Stedman 2003, p.109: Humphrey and Weinstein 2004, p.3).  

      Özerdem (2009) argues that failed or poorly performed DDR programs can by themselves 

become a dangerous factor in the development of a new conflict (Özerdem 2009, p.10). For 

that reason it is important to gain a deeper knowledge of the causes of the variation in DDR 

programs as well as minimizing the risk of ex-combatant violence. Based on these arguments 

this thesis has the goal to contribute to knowledge of the causes of the variation in DDR 

programs.  

      In the discussion of variation in the success and effectiveness in DDR, most academic 

studies have paid attention to macro-conditions. Structural factors that cause variation in the 

DDR programmes such as economic conditions in the hosting country, involvement of third 

parties, the political context, regime type and state capacity. As well as involvement of third 

parties, state of the conflict whether the conflict was terminated before the program started 

(Banholzer 2014, p.17-22). Other scholars have focused the technical features of the program 

such as timing, design and sequencing (Banholzer 2014, p23). A much smaller amount of 

studies have been done on the individual and social aspects of the program. Such as attention 

on the individual participation in the program and the social structures that exist between the 

civilians and ex-combatants (Banholzer 2014, p.25). 

     A study conducted by Macartan Humphrey and Jeremy M. Weinstein have shown that the 

level of abuse performed by different military factions will affect the social reintegration 

(Humhpreys and Weinstein 2007, p.533). Their research is a qualitative study and shows that 

there is a strong predicator between problems of gaining social reintegration and involvement 

in abusive armed factions. Ex-combatants that belonged to military factions who performed 
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high level of abuse against civilians are more likely to experience difficulties being socially 

reintegrated after the fighting has stopped (Humphrey and Weinstein 2007, p.533).  

     Based on the research lifted in this section which shows that DDR programs are often very 

uneven, the processes are complex and they never take place in isolation. The literature 

displays a deficiency on the emphasis put on the social processes during the DDR programs. 

Based on that deficiency this study will to examine the social processes which can affect the 

DDR program. The study by Humphrey and Weinstein found that the strongest predictor in 

their study that would affect the social reintegration was the level of abuse performed by 

different military factions. It is therefore likely that the level of abuse performed by the 

different armed groups could have an effect on the variation in the demobilization and 

reintegration process during DDR. Since the study conducted by Humphrey and Weinstein 

was a quantitative study it lacks in explaining the casual mechanism between these two 

variables. The aim for this study is to try and examine the effects that social processes can 

have on the success of DDR programs. The gap that have been found is the lack of focus that 

the field have had on the social processes and their potential effect on both demobilization 

and reintegration processes. Since the study by Humphrey and Weinstein found that the 

strongest predicator to affect social reintegration was the level of abuse it would be interesting 

to apply that variable in this study and examine how the level of abuse might affect the 

demobilization and reintegration processes. Because the gap identified is the lack of focus on 

social processes this thesis will examine the social processes that takes place during transition 

from war to peace. The level of abuse performed by the armed groups will most likely affect 

the social structures in the country and by that we can study the social processes that takes 

place.   

 

2.2 Theoretical framework  

The research question in this thesis is, why are some DDR-processes more successful in 

demobilizing and reintegrating ex-combatants than others? I argue that the level of abuse 

against the civilians conducted by the different armed groups will affect the success in 

demobilization and reintegration in DDR programs. What are the mechanism that could 

explain this chain? This section will provide theories that could help explain the social 

mechanisms that connect the level of abuse with the demobilization and reintegration 

processes. It will present two main mechanism that will connect the two variables.  
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      Social reintegration and acceptance can contribute for ex-combatants in more the just 

meeting their basic needs. It can provide a re-socialization for them where they will learn new 

social skills in order to adopt to the new social world that they will have to live in. Later on in 

this section the socialization process will be discussed and showed how it can provide a 

renewed identity for the ex-combatants. During the demobilization the symbols of the ex-

combatants former military identity are taken away (Özerdem 2009, p.18) which means that 

they have to create new identities. An identity is an essential necessity for humans and are 

created through social interaction. It can therefore change with the environment (Fisher 1990, 

p.94-95). During rapid changes as throughout a civil war and identities will consequently 

change thereafter. The need to belong and creating an identity with a group is a universal 

phenomenon (Fisher 1990, p.94-95). This is something that former combatants might come 

across when they go through the DDR program. John Burton claims “the behavioural interest 

in human needs is not making the individual happier, though this may be the outcome. It is in 

determining the conditions necessary for social organisation to survive harmoniously” (Roy 

1990, p.126). There is a requirement for the human needs to be met to enable individuals to 

live in balance with the society (Roy 1990, p.126). Therefore, it is important to enable ex-

combatants to live as an efficient unit within the society.  

      After signing a peace agreement there can be an agreed commitment from all the warring 

parties to dissolve the military factions, but it is likely that there still might be some mutual 

mistrust between them. A consequence could be a reluctance between the warring parties to 

take the first step in demobilization. Here the DDR program can reassure some protection and 

help with this problem. Although the DDR program can give some assurance that the warring 

parties will be protected against each other they cannot protect the combatants from the label 

that they will receive when entering the program. When joining the DDR program the 

individuals will gain the label as an ex-combatant and the community will see them as an ex-

combatant. This thesis argues that armed groups that performed high level of abuse will feel 

more reluctant to receive the label as an ex-combatant. The first mechanism to explain the 

connection between high level of abuse and the demobilization and reintegration process is 

security. It is likely that combatants will have gained some enemies during the war and not 

only other fighting groups but also civilians. They might have killed a family member of an 

enemy which could have created incentives for revenge. Because of the reason that the 

combatants might have gained some enemies and the fact that they will be labelled an ex-

combatant it could create some reluctance to enter the DDR program.    

     Combatants fighting in rebel and other armed groups often become socialized into the 
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violence. Utas argues that the Liberian civil war created an initiation into adulthood for young 

boys (Utas 2003, p.85). Combatants live together with their rebel groups for many years and 

adopt the norms and social skill that are required within that group. They are often beaten and 

punished when behaving in the wrong way. Examples from the Lord’s Resistance Army in 

Uganda shows that socialization into the rebel group was something that frequently occurred 

during recruitment of new members. They were taught new skills and new rules to gain 

acceptance within their group (Vermeij 2011, p.178-179). Other examples demonstrate 

similar group dynamics within rebel groups. Many child soldiers in Sierra Leone were 

initiated by watching their family get murdered. The combatants were socialized into the 

violence during the war (Bolten 2012, p.499). Therefore there is a need for ex-combatants to 

be re-socialized after the war and why it is important to acknowledge the importance of social 

reintegration.  

      Socialization according to Grusec is,” individuals are assisted in the acquisition of skills 

necessary to function as members of their social group” (Grusec 2002, p.143). These 

processes are most vital during the childhood but continues throughout one´s life (Arnett 

2007, p.210). Grusec offer three different outcomes of socialization.  The first is, the growth 

of regulating one´s emotions, thoughts and behaviours. The second is, the achievement of the 

cultural values, attitudes, standards and a readiness to accept authority. The third outcome is, 

the ability of taking on different roles, different ways of solving conflicts and the way one 

understands relationships (Grusec and Hastings 2007, p.210). These are important abilities for 

ex-combatants to acquire to become functioning members of their society. 

      These socialization processes provide a shift in norms, behavioural patterns and an 

identity change for most of the soldiers (Vermeij 2011, p.184-185). During socialization 

processes individuals are trained to function within the existing social world. They learn 

social skills, norms and behaviour patterns (Grusec and Hastings 2007, p.13). The combatants 

have been taught to survive within their rebel group and not as a civilian which will most 

certainly create issues later on. After demobilization and when combatants return to society it 

is common that unclear emotions are likely to occur. Many ex-combatants and especially 

child soldiers experience stigmatization which will threaten their reintegration (Vermeij 2011, 

p.184-185). An interview with a 17 year old girl who fought within the LRA in Uganda 

demonstrates the difficulties of adopting to a new social environment. She did not know her 

village’s way of life, the way they acted towards one another caused confusion. Many child 

soldiers were looked upon as criminals because they did not know how to act in a ´non rebel´ 

way (Vermeij 2011, p.183).   
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        During war there are more complex situations then just adopting to the new norms for 

the former combatants. The culture undergoes huge changes when experiencing war which 

will create major social and emotional trauma, which further complicates the reintegration 

processes (Grusec and Hastings 2007, p.13). Grusec and Hasting argue that during rapid 

cultural transformations there will be an enhanced adoption of a wide socialization (Grusec 

and Hastings 2007, p.14). The second mechanism to connect the level of abuse against the 

civilians to the demobilization and reintegration process is social acceptance. Not receiving 

social acceptance can both create insecurity for the combatant and complicate both the 

demobilization and reintegration process. Because combatants get socialized into the violence 

they can become part of another “social world”1. Examples from Sierra Leone show that some 

civilians described ex-combatants as “spoiled”. The common thought about reintegration is 

that they can just return to their former community and then they would be a part of the 

normal “social world”. Bolten (2012) have found that many civilians in Sierra Leone had a 

critical view towards this process (Bolten 2012, p.497). It is likely that the social acceptance 

by civilians are lower if the armed groups have committed high levels of abuse. Low social 

acceptance will in turn affect the demobilization and reintegration process in a negative way. 

It will create more mistrust, a wider gap between the social groups which will create issues 

during reintegration.  

      The social processes that takes place during the demobilization and reintegration are very 

complex and therefore it is a subject that requires attention. This theory and thesis will not be 

able to grasp all of the complexity of the social processes that take place during 

demobilization and reintegration. It will focus on the two mechanisms mention in this section, 

security and social acceptance. As mentioned earlier these processes are important to study in 

order to understand it and therefore prevent ex-combatants violence as well as providing 

positive possibilities for a sustainable long-term development.  

     The theoretical framework presented suggest that two mechanism can be identified to 

explain the casual chain between the level of abuse and the variation in demobilization and 

reintegration. The first mechanism is feelings of insecurity and the second is social 

acceptance. This part want to highlight the importance of the social processes that take place 

during post-conflict settings. It shows how the level of abuse performed during the war can 

have an effect on ex-combatants willingness to enter demobilization and reintegration because 

                                                           
1 Although, I would like make an input that cultures are different and this process probably looks different in 
different cultures.  
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of the mechanism of insecurity and social acceptance. Therefore it is imperative to 

acknowledge the vital role that the interaction between the community and ex-combatants 

have when it comes to demobilization and reintegration. By showing the important role that 

social processes, groups, organisations and relationships have on the individual it seems likely 

that the level of abuse performed by armed groups will affect the affect the outcome of 

demobilization and reintegration during DDR. The proposed hypothesis is: The outcome of 

demobilization and reintegration during DDR will be affected by the level of abuse that the 

armed groups conducted during the war. The possible casual mechanism of the two 

mechanism presented in the theoretical framework is illustrated in the two figure below.  

Figure 1. The casual mechanism.  

Independent variable                                                  Dependent variable  

  

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. The causal mechanism  

Independent variable                                                 Dependent variable  

  

 

 

  

 

 

 

Level of abuse  
Demobilization, 

reintegration  

Social acceptence  

Level of abuse  
Demobilization, 

reintegration  

Security  



 

10 

3. Research design  

This section starts with the reasons and explanation of the choice of method. This thesis will 

use a within case analysis and a between case comparison and will be applied by using 

structured focus comparison method. The unit of analysis in this study is armed groups. In the 

last section it describes the independent and dependent variable and how it is operationalized. 

 

3.1 Method  

This thesis will be conducted as a qualitative study and the reason for this is that qualitative 

methods is recommended when studying a chain of casual mechanisms. In this study the 

focus will lay on explaining the micro mechanisms that connect the level of abuse and to the 

demobilization and reintegration processes during DDR programs. Using a qualitative study 

will therefore give a better understanding of the micro mechanisms taking place, which is 

something that can often be overlooked in quantitative studies (Teorell, Svensson 2007, 

p.271-272). A between case comparison will be used for a comparison of the outcome of 

interest. A within case analysis will be fruitful to establish the casual chain. To test the 

hypothesis and answer the research question the Structural focused comparison will be 

applied. Structural Focused Comparison is a between case design which requires at least two 

cases. To measure the variables there will be a line of focused question formed before 

gathering the data (Powner 2015, p.129). The study should embrace a set of variables for the 

theoretical interest with the intention of explaining the mechanisms between the independent 

and dependent variable (George and Bennet 2005, p.69). It is important that the questions are 

based from the theoretical perspective and the goal of research (George and Bennet 2005, 

p.71). The case selection will be based on the method of difference. The method of difference 

requires a variation in the outcome of interest (dependent variable). At the same time the 

cases should be as similar as possible on all the other variables except one (independent 

variable), which will preferably explain the variation in the dependent variable (Powner 2015, 

p.105).  

     The validity are usually higher in qualitative studies which allows the data to be analysed 

from several perspectives and more sources can be used to map out the same processes 

(Teorell, Svensson, p.267-268). To ensure for a high validity the operationalisation of the 

empirical material has to stay connected to the theoretical framework. This will ensure that 

the dependent variable is actually measuring what it intends to measure. A qualitative study 
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ensures the indicators or the question to capture the important aspects of the theory. To make 

the reliability as high a possible this paper will attempt to be as transparent about the 

operationalisation, measurements, interpretations of data as well as potential bias and a clear 

explanation of the definitions (Teorell, Svensson 2007, p.58-59).   

3.2      Case selection  

This thesis strives to explain causes for the variation in demobilization and reintegration 

during DDR programs. Based on that reason the population for potential cases are armed 

groups that have gone through a DDR program and the unit of analysis is armed groups. The 

study will examine two cases, were one is a rebel group and the other is government forces. 

To use one case as a rebel group and the other case as government forces will not affect the 

results because both groups have went through the DDR program with the same conditions. 

Therefore the difference between the cases will not create a problem in the analysis. When 

using method of difference that cases should be chosen based on a variation in the dependent 

variable (Teorell and Svensson 2007, p.126). Therefore the selected cases have a variation in 

the demobilisation and reintegration during the DDR program. The first case is the rebel 

group RENAMO which has been active in the intrastate conflict in Mozambique. The second 

case is the Government of Liberia led by Charles Taylor that was active in the intrastate 

conflict in Liberia during 2000 until 2003. The participation in the program was lower from 

the Government of Liberia than the participation from the REANMO. As well as the 

demobilization phase experienced more difficulties in Liberia.  

      As mentioned the cases were chosen based on the variation on the dependent variable. 

However, there are some difficulties when measuring the success of demobilization and 

reintegration. The first is that there are different definitions of success and different agencies 

define the success of the DDR programs differently. How this is managed is described in the 

section were the dependent variable is explained.  

     There are several reasons why the cases were chosen. The DDR program in Liberia have 

received much research by scholars.  In contrast to Liberia, the DDR program in Mozambique 

have not received that much attention. Due to that reason, it would be beneficial to use one 

case that has been more examined and one case that has been less examined and compare 

them in this study. Thereby, contributing to new findings.  

     Qualitative studies have a weakness of isolating one explanatory variable from the impact 

of other explanatory variables (Teorell, Svensson 2007, p.271). The way to work around this 

issue is to use the method of difference to try and exclude other explanatory variables. This 
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makes the method of difference an important tool to rule out other possible causes for the 

variation in the dependent variable (Powner 2015, p.124-127). To try and isolate the effect 

between the independent and dependent variable three control variables are held constant 

across both cases. The control variables are based on alternative explanations derived from 

previous research. According to Özerdem the success of DDR is connected to the 

peacekeeping forces (Özerdem 2009, p.25). Therefore, both chosen cases had a peacekeeping 

mission present during the time period of the DDR program. Other scholars argue that the 

success of DDR will increase if the program is implemented when the fighting has stopped 

(Banholzer 2014, p.22-23). For that reason, the second control variable is that the fighting had 

stopped before the implementation of the program. The fighting had stopped in the countries 

were RENAMO and the Government of Liberia had been active when the program was 

implemented. In the chosen cases the DDR program was a part of the peace agreement were 

the warring parties agreed to go through a DDR. Accordingly, the third control variable is a 

signed peace agreement.  

 

Table 1. Control variables.        

Control variables: REANMO.  Government of Liberia. 

Had the fighting stopped 

when the implementation of 

the DDR program begun? 

Yes Yes 

Had a peace agreement been 

signed? 

Yes  Yes  

Was a UN peacekeeping 

mission present before and 

during the program? 

Yes, December 1992- 

December 1994. 

Yes, October 2003- present 

time 

Source: Banholzer 2014, p.12; ONUMOZ; UNMIL 

 

3.3 Dependent variable. 

The dependent variable is the outcome of the demobilization and reintegration. The term 

success can be defined in several ways which is why it is important to make a clear definition 

of how it is going to be measured in this study. By using a clear definition, the reliability will 

be higher (Teorell and Svensson 2007, p.58-59). The theory and mechanisms in this paper 
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have focus on some of the individual attitudes toward entering the program and then the 

social acceptance during reintegration. In this study, the main parts of the DDR program that 

will be examined is the demobilization and the reintegration processes. There will first be an 

explanation of the demobilization and how to define the success, thereafter a description of 

reintegration and how to define the success.   

Demobilization  

The demobilization process in DDR varies in different contexts. Although, it can be 

simplified by being described as registration, counting and monitoring the combatants and 

then prepare them for release with new identification papers. This process is vital to collect 

information about the combatants for their future reintegration (Özerdem 2009, p.18). It can 

also include medical care, counselling (which is not always provided), receiving reinsertion 

packages and then being transported to their community of choice (Özerdem 2009, p.18). One 

of the most important parts of demobilization is the registration, identification and 

documentation of every combatant. (Özerdem 2009, p.18-19).  

      Based on difficulties of gathering data on numbers on demobilized combatants, numbers 

on disarmed combatants will be used in one of the cases. This problem of unavailable data 

will not affect the results in this study. Because, the theoretical framework can be applied on 

both the disarmament and demobilization phase. 

     Since, this study mainly focuses on the social mechanisms the measurement will mostly 

include the social processes.  The first way to measure demobilization is based on how many 

combatants from the armed group entered the disarmament phase, thereafter how many of the 

disarmed entered the demobilization phase. Based on the definition of demobilization above 

the outcome of demobilization will also be measured grounded on how the situation during 

the cantonment and campsites looked like. It will be considered less successful if the 

campsites experienced violent rioting, threats expressed feelings of dissatisfaction from the 

combatants.  

Reintegration 

The outcome of reintegration is complex to measure because it entails both economic, social 

and political components. However, since the theoretical framework for this study focus on 

the social structures the economic and political reintegration will be left during the 

measurement. The reintegration process can be defined in several ways and varies depending 

on the source. Kingma (2001) explains reintegration as thousands of micro stories which 
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includes both success and obstacles (Kingma 2001, p.407). Berdal on the other hand describes 

reintegration program to be a process that produce circumstances for ex-combatants and their 

families to gain economic and social reintegration (Berdal 1996, p.39). Kingma (2000) 

support Berdals description of reintegration, he means that it has the purpose to create a 

setting where ex-combatants together with their families feel a part of and are accepted by the 

community (Kingma 2000, p.28). The definition of reintegration used in this study will be 

based on these three definitions. It will not entail the exact definitions but will be based on 

them. The definition in this thesis is, reintegration is a process that includes participation from 

both the community and the ex-combatants. It includes feelings of belonging and creates 

future opportunities for the ex-combatants. The measurement of reintegration will include the 

participation in the reintegration programs and if the reintegration experienced any 

difficulties, security risks or violence. 

     The outcome and success of the dependent variable will be discussed in relation to the 

other case. There is no clear divide between unsuccessful and successful demobilization and 

reintegration process. Therefore, the outcome will be discussed by comparison of the cases.  

     It is important to bear in mind the complexity of these processes and especially during 

reintegration. It entails economic, political, psychological and social process. Although this 

thesis focuses on the social process it cannot be measured completely isolated from the other 

components. These steps and processes during the program are intertwined and dependent on 

each other (Özerdem 2009, p.12). This will be acknowledged during the analysis and then 

further discussed in the section, comparison of the cases.  

 

3.4 Independent variable  

The independent variable in this paper is the level of abuse performed by armed groups 

against the civilians. In the definition of this variable several types of violence will be 

included.  

     As the theoretical framework proposes higher level of abuse will affect the demobilization 

and reintegration by insecurity and less social acceptance. First and foremost, the question of 

whether the group performed one sided violence or not will measured. The number of 

fatalities will be compared. Furthermore the type of violence and abuse will also be 

encompassed when measuring and analysing the independent variable. To measure the level 

of abuse different types of violence will be included. The different varieties of abuse that is 

included in in variable are methods of abuse that are likely to affect the social structures of 
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society. Since this study want to examine the role of social structures and process, the 

variation of the different methods of abuse are those that will affect the social structures the 

most.  The types of violence that will be included are mutilation, sexual abuse, kidnapping, 

killings, torture and whether the violence was indiscriminate or selectively conducted. To 

estimate the level of abuse performed by the armed group against the civilians the two cases 

will be compared. There is no general definition of high level of abuse or low level of abuse. 

The significance in this study is if therefore the difference between the cases.   

 

3.5 Operationalisation of variables 

As previously mentioned this study will use the structured focused comparison method to 

answer the research question. The structured focused comparison method entails constructing 

a few focused questions relating to the independent and dependent variable. The formulated 

question will be asked to each case to try and answer the research question. Then they will be 

compared to each other. In favour of improving the reliability of this study the questions will 

strive to be as clear and explicit as possible. By applying a set of clear and specific questions 

the possibility for unsystematic error of measurement will be limited and therefore increase 

the reliability (Teorell and Svensson 2013, p.56-58). 

     The dependent variable in this study does not have a general view of what could be 

consider a success and a failure. The outcome of the demobilization and reintegration in the 

cases will be discussed in relation to each other. Below are the questions that will be asked 

about the dependent variable which is, the success of demobilisation and reintegration during 

DDR programs: 

- How many ex-combatants entered the disarmament and demobilization phase? 

-  Did the demobilization experience any difficulties, such as security risks or violence?  

- Was there a reluctance among the ex-combatants to enter the reintegration program? 

- Was there a reason stated if the reintegration program did experience any difficulties?  

The independent variable is level of abuse performed by armed groups against the civilians. 

Since there is no general view to decide whether the level of abuse could be measured as high 

or low, this study will compare the two cases and discuss and analyse the level abuse in 

relation to each other. The following questions are derived to try and capture different types 

of abuse that has been conducted toward civilians. 
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- Did the fighting/insurgent group perform one- sided violence against the civilians? If 

so, was the violence selective or indiscriminate?  

- Did the fighting/insurgent group conduct violence such as, massacres, kidnappings, 

torture, sexual violence or mutilations of the civilians?  

 

3.6 Data and Source Criticism 

When collecting data on DDR programs it is necessary to critically view the sources and its 

own interest. Much material used to measure the dependent variable is based on the different 

programs evaluations report and reports from the UNDP, NCDDR and Joint Implementation 

Unit. UNDP might have certain interest to include the positive progresses that the programs 

have made because they have a central role during the actual implementation of the program. 

The figures of demobilization and reintegration differ depending on which agency that 

provides the report. It is therefore difficult to establish precise data. The problem with the 

possibility biased data is handled by comparing the material with other sources and previous 

research.  

      Gathering material and measuring the dependent variable have been problematic in 

several ways. The agencies monitoring, evaluating and reporting the programs progress have 

provided insufficient information and thereby the numbers in this thesis have been lacking. 

There has been an effort to try and make the results as reliable as possible, hence the 

dependent variable is based on reports to gather by the UNDP and the National Commission 

of Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation and Reintegration (NCDDRR). However, the 

material presented by UNDP and NCDDRR have been insufficient for this study and for that 

reason it has been complemented by other sources, such as previous research and articles. 

      Various materials have been used, such as databases, reports, research articles and 

published literature. The aim has been to find sources as close in time and space as possible, 

but this type of data is not always accessible. By that reason most data used comes from 

secondary sources. There is always a possibility of incorrect information which can have an 

impact on the results. When gathering the data this issue has been considered to try and 

eliminate as much biased and incorrect information as possible and thereby reducing the 

consequences of using secondary sources (Teorell & Svensson 2007, p.54-55). Source 

criticism is important in all studies and has been vital during the process of gathering material 

for this study.  
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4. Results and analysis  

This section entails an examination of the two cases separately.  Where a brief description of 

the cases will first be provided, then the results from the dependent, independent will be 

presented. Thirdly, there will be comparison and analysis of the two cases and the casual 

mechanism. Lastly, this section discusses the studies limitations and alternative explanations. 

The paper ends with a summary and conclusion of the thesis and its results.   

 

4.1 Government of Liberia from 1997-2005.  

The first civil war in Liberia begun in 1989 and lasted until 1996. The second civil war 

between 2000 and 2003 (UCDP 2015d).  

     During the first civil war the NPFL group was formed. The NFPL group originated from 

Liberian exiles and many had been involved in the political life or been soldiers in the 

president Doe´s regime. The leader of the NPFL group was Charles Taylor. The NPFL rebel 

group got involved in rebellion against the Liberian government in 1989. (UCDP 2015c). In 

1990 president Doe was killed by Prince Johnson´s rebel group INPFL (UCDP 2015e). Which 

was a split from the NPFL group (UCDP 2015c). After the murder of president Doe the 

government was controlled by a transitional government. In 1997 an election was held and 

Charles Taylor became the elected president. He was president until 2005 (UCDP 2015e). In 

2000 the second civil war broke out.  In 2003 the conflict ended when the fighting parties 

signed the Comprehensive Peace agreement (CPA). The peace agreement entailed an 

implementation of a disarmament, demobilization, rehabilitation and reintegration (DDRR) 

program (Nichols 2005, p. 109). A Joint Implementation Unit coordinated the DDRR 

program in Liberia. It was established out of UNDP, the National Commission on 

Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation and Reintegration (NCDDRR) and UNMIL 

(UNDP final report 2009, p.21). The program was first launched in December 2003.  
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 4.1.1 Dependent variable 

Table 2. Demobilization.  

Number of 

disarmed. 

Phase 1.  Phase 2.  Phase 3.   

Government of 

Liberia. Including 

militia and 

paramilitaries.  

   12   5,107  10,476  

Figure 2. Number of disarmed ex-combatants. Source: DDRR Consolidated Report Phase 1, 2 & 3 (2005).  

Demobilization  

Due to the insufficient information on how many government combatants that were 

demobilized, the numbers used to measure this variable will be on how many combatants that 

were disarmed. The militia and paramilitaries are included because there are no numbers on 

government forces only. The total number of disarmed from the Government of Liberia 

including militia and paramilitary were 15, 595 (DDRR Consolidated Report Phase 1, 2 & 3 

2005). The UN estimates that the government forces including militia were 30 000 – 40 000 

in 2003 (UCDP 2015b). The disarmament and demobilization period lasted for five days and 

it was supervised by peacekeepers. There was no clear previous register of the groups and 

combatants and therefore the condition to enter the program was to hand in a weapon. 

Thereafter the combatant could receive the benefits for the program (Paes 2005, p.254). 

During the five days of cantonment the ex-combatants were separated from the civilian 

population. The DDRR in Liberia consisted of three phases and the first phase was launched 

on December seven, 2003. During the first phase the target was mostly government soldiers 

and paramilitaries (Paes 2005, p.254). The first phase of the DDRR program in Liberia did 

experience some complications.  After the failure of the first phase the UNMIL tried again 

four months later. This time they had changed the criteria to enter the program. The second 

time it also included those who could produce hundred-fifty rounds of ammunition. On April 

fifteen, 2004 the second phase of the DDRR program in Liberia begun. The program 

presented four different cantonment sites, Gbarnga, Buchanan, Tubmanburg and Monrovia. 

They had the geographical expansion of all the armed groups. Once more the program 

experienced some issues, the caseload surpassed the expectations. Once again the JUI2 had to 

                                                           
2 Joint Implementation Unit  
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re-design the implementation (Paes 2005, 254). The third phase of the DDRR program was 

installed in July the same year. The program had now opened three new campsites, Zwedru, 

Ganta and Vonjama. The DDRR program in Liberia ended in November 2004 (Paes 2005, 

p.255).  

      Former combatants that have not received their benefits have reacted with violence. In 

May 2005 aid workers working at the voter registration were attacked and beaten (Amnesty 

2005, p.3). According to amnesty there have been outbreaks and rioting during the transition 

period both in Monrovia but other parts of Liberia as well. It seems that the rioting and 

violence many times emerged because of failures to assist the former combatants with the 

benefits. In May 2005 former combatants launched missiles against a voter registration in 

Ganta, because they had not received their reintegration and resettlement benefits on time. 

According to Amnesty report violence that went on was based on the incomplete processes of 

disarmament, demobilization and reintegration program. There were no proper long-term 

employment opportunities (Amnesty 2005, p.4-6). The most common reason for not 

participating in the DDRR program was because of fear of being identified as an ex-

combatant. The largest group of those who didn’t participate in the program, of fear of being 

identified as an ex-combatant, came from the Government of Liberia (Pugel 2006, p.45). 

Reintegration  

Because the number of ex-combatants that entered the DDR program the reintegration 

program did not have the ability to include all the ex-combatants (Paes 2005, p.255). Forty-

five percent of the total disarmed chose to transfer to the greater Monrovia even though it was 

not their place of origin. Consequently this created some issues in the area. Monrovia did 

already have a large number of displaced people living in campsites. There were a high 

number of unemployment (Paes 2005, p.258). By the end of the program in November 2004 

there was only 11,212 ex-combatants registered at ongoing reintegration programs. 4,681 

were registered at formal education. This left 82,000 former combatants without reintegration 

assistance. The gap between the DD phase and the RR phase created some insecurity issues 

(Paes 2005, p.258). The high number of participants created a strain on the budget. The 

disarmament and demobilisation processes had cost much more than anticipated which left 

the budget for the rehabilitation and reintegration part shorthanded (Paes 2005, p.259). 

Although, the problems that arose during the rehabilitation and reintegration phase was not 

only based on the budget issues. Here UNMIL was dependent on interest and ability of third 

parties to design and manage the programs. The UNDP was criticised not to have played a 
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more active role during this process. In February 2005 65,000 former combatants had still not 

entered the reintegration program three months after the program had ended (Paes 2005, 

p.259). 

     Outside of Monrovia 61.79 percent entered disarmament and demobilization process, 

20.15 percent completed the reintegration training. 18.21 percent participated in the 

reintegration program. 42.75 percent participated in the reintegration program and 20.99 

percent completed the reintegration training. 14.12 percent of the combatants did not 

participate in the DDRR program (Pugel 2006, p.45). 

      More than 90 percent of the participants in the DDRR program in Liberia thought that 

they would be able to have a maintainable situation because of their training from the DDRR 

program. Half of the respondent in the survey conducted by Pugel stated that their 

employment was related to their reintegration training. Although, 65 percent claimed that 

there were no jobs (Pugel 2006, p.46). 

     According to UNDPs final report of Liberia the government and the CSO respondents, and 

the donors thought that the DDRR program had relevance to the beneficiaries and that the 

program was appropriate. Some believed that the program had been poorly implemented but 

they recognised that the reason could be that the program was ongoing during difficult 

circumstances (UNDP final report 2009, p.23). The execution and planning of the program 

received critique. Other parts of the program such as the counselling and support for skill 

training received critique. There was critique directed towards the fact that there was no 

involvement of the communities in designing and executing the program. The DDRR was 

poorly executed when it came to the duration of the training that was provided to some of the 

ex-combatants, there was a failure to follow up on the ex-combatants. It seems that the design 

for the program was mainly based on experiences from programs in other countries rather 

than basing it on an in-depth analysis of the Liberian context (UNDP final report 2009, p. 23). 

In a survey, ex-combatants in Liberia were asked about their subjective feelings of being 

accepted by the community. Ninety-four percent of the ex-combatants in the survey stated to 

have no problem of feeling accepted by the community. There were four categories, the first 

category is the group that completed reintegration training 88.37 percent experienced no 

problem. By those who were reintegration participants 94.71 percent had answered not to 

experience any problems of acceptance. The group that disarmed and demobilized had 95.83 

percent of which experienced no problem. In the category of nonparticipants in the DDRR 

program 92.65 percent experienced of not having any problems feeling accepted by the 

community (Pugel, 2006, p.48-49). A second question was asked to the ex-combatants, 
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whether they perceived their community to accept them. 61.63 percent of the group that 

completed reintegration training perceived to be accepted by the community.  19.77 percent 

from the same group perceived the community to think of the ex-combatant with fear and 

18.6 percent perceived the community to be watchful and distrustful. A second group was 

asked the same question, this group had been disarmed and demobilized but not participated 

in the reintegration program. 73.86 percent of the second group thought the community 

perceived them with acceptance. 9 percent thought they were perceived with fear and 17 

percent with watchfulness (Pugel 2006, p.49-50, figures 32 and 33). 

      

4.1.2 Independent Variable 

Table 3.  One-sided violence.  

Year: 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 

Government 

of Liberia. 

Best fatal.  

70 44 120 1648 1076 

Figure 4.2 Violence against civilians. Source: Eck and Hultman 2007: Melander et al. 2016.   

The government of Liberia led by the president Charles Taylor performed one-sided violence 

against the civilians from the time period of 1999 until 2003. The total number of fatalities 

during this period was 2,958.  Charles Taylor, the previous leader of the NPFL rebel group 

and the president of Liberia from 1997 until 2005, was charged after the conflict with war 

crimes and crimes against humanity (Amnesty 2005, p.16). The security forces of Liberia 

have used violent methods such as rape and torture to silence those who opposed the 

government. Those working for defending human rights have been tortured, arrested and 

forced to escape to other countries (Amnesty 2001, p.1). In November 2000 70 men, possibly 

backed by the Liberia authorities, attacked a pro-democracy organisation in Liberia (Amnesty 

2001, p.2). There are reports of fifteen girls being raped by the government forces in March 

2001. Reports of kidnapping, torture and starvation of the kidnapped civilians (Amnesty 2001 

a, p.1). Reports gathered by the Amnesty International show that government forces have 

conducted violence such as tortured and arbitrary detention and they have executed and raped 

civilians selectively based on accusation for supporting opposing rebel groups (Amnesty 2001 

a, p.2). Different torture methods have been used to get civilians to confess support for the 

opposition group LURD (Amnesty 2001 a, p.4). Indiscriminate violence from undisciplined 
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government forces was the reason for many civilian causalities in June 2003 (Amnesty 2006, 

p.16). Sexual violence and rape have been carried out by several rebel groups and government 

forces in Liberia. Although, since 1999 former government forces and militia are the most 

severe perpetrators (Amnesty 2004, p.46).   

      

4.2 RENAMO  

The war in Mozambique was active for many years. In the 1960s the people in Mozambique 

fought for independence and the group Frelimo get involved in armed struggles with the aim 

to gain independence. In 1975 on June 25 Mozambique became independent and a new 

government was formed (UCDP 2015f). A group opposed to the Frelimo government was 

formed, RENAMO (BBC 2016) and in 1977 a new war broke out (UCDP 2015f). The war 

lasted until 1990 when peace talks begun between the warring parties. In 1992 a peace 

agreement was signed. The agreement contained an implementation of disarmament, 

demobilization and reintegration. The peace process was watched by UN peacekeepers 

(Landguiden 2015). The commission (Core) for reintegration was in charge of the 

demobilization process. The local UNDP office had the task to implement the program 

together with local and international agencies (Lundin et al. 2000, p.182-183).  

 

4.2.1 Dependent variable 

Table 4. Demobilization 

Case: Number of demobilized.  

RENAMO. 20 538 - 21 979 

Source: Lundin at.al, p.182: Secretary-general 1994 b, p.3.  

The numbers of how many combatants demobilized differ depending on which agency it 

comes from. An estimate of the numbers is between 20 538 – 21 979. UCDP assessed the 

RENAMO troop size to be around 20 000 in 1992. According to a report by the secretary-

general the total number of registered RENAMO troops were 24,649. 

     On November 30, 1993 the cantonment sites were opened for disarmament in 

Mozambique. Twelve sites were opened for the government forces and eight for the 

RENAMO group. In January 1994 6,714 from REANMO and 9,895 from the Government 

troops had entered the program (Secretary-General 1994, p.2). The plan for the 
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demobilization was to relocate the combatants in different stages. However, some sites were 

overcrowded and thereby led to shortage in food and complicated the planned demobilization 

stages (Secretary-General 1994, p.3). According to a report by the secretary-general the total 

number of registered RENAMO troops were 24,649 and 20,538 were demobilized (Secretary-

general 1994 b, p.3). Delays during the demobilization phase created by a reluctance from the 

parties to participate in the program (Secretary-General 1994 b, p.4). The process of 

demobilization has according to the Secretary-General been very difficult and at times 

dangerous (Secretary-General 1994 a, p.2).  

     UNOMOZ acknowledged the security risk that demobilization entails. The process was 

under pressure from both time and the ex-combatants. Security issues occurred because of 

disagreement over the assembly area. Many combatants had been forced to stay in the 

assembly area longer than expected which created a dissatisfaction. As a result of frustrated 

combatants for being heard by the leaders of REANMO, violent means were used against 

civilians. 21 percent of the total number of violent incidents was caused by the RENAMO 

group (Lundin at el. 2000, p.200-2001).  

Reintegration  

The reintegration program was based on four main components. The first being to enable 

involvement for community-based economic events, second is to offer the demobilized 

combatant with an 18-month funding, the third was to help with career counselling and the 

last one was training programs that would eventually help to access employment (Secretary-

General 1994 a, p.8). From the perspective to assure a minimum wage, reassure that the ex-

combatants stayed in their chosen district and to keep them controlled to support to 

´pacification´, the reintegration was successful. Although the reintegration was less successful 

in other ways (Lundin et al. 2000, p.187-188). The problems that the reintegration faces 

seems to be mostly based on financial shortcomings such as a lack in the coordination among 

the local and international NGOs and organisations (Lundin et al. 2000, p189). It seems that 

the reintegration that has taken place in Mozambique is in the communities. Most ex-

combatants did not seek assistance from the military institutions but from their communities 

(Lundin et al. 2000, p.197). 

     There was an increased unemployment in Mozambique. Some support programs tried to 

create employment opportunities for the ex-combatants. However, there were some issues 

because of the capacity of intermediaries and their will to become involved with the 

demobilized combatants. Intermediaries did often use the money given to them by different 
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projects on other matters than to employ ex-combatants. There were also occasions when 

intermediaries discriminated ex-combatants in the workplaces. According to Lundin et al. 

assistance to the reintegration came from the communities and local initiatives. There was 

common commitment in the communities to try and make a better life for their families and 

relatives. 71 percent of the ex-combatants did not take contact with the Provincial Fund or the 

GTZ´s Fund (Lundin et al. 2000, p.189-190). 

      Noticeable profits provided by programmes such as RSS and micro projects have had 

some positive impacts on the relations between the ex-combatants and the community. Based 

on opinion from the community there is little feelings of hostility and resentment. Reports 

from the provinces Tete and Manica, conclude that the demobilized combatants were seen as 

´sons returning home´ (Lundin et al. 2000, p.198). In Mozambique ritualized process of 

reintegration were performed in the communities. These rituals and ceremonies were 

important to uphold the social order. When these rituals did not take place it led to dilemmas. 

When bad things occurred people would connect it to the non-fulfilment of the rituals. The 

rituals had an important role in creating social harmony in the communities. Another 

important aspect for demobilized combatants is marriage. Through marriage a man is seen as 

a respectable person. A man that has a family is considered to be a full civilian (Lundin et al. 

2000, p.199-2000). The reintegration was expected to be difficult and lead to security issues. 

Although, few incidents that have been directly linked to reintegration have occurred. The 

communities in Mozambique have had an important role in the resolution in conflicts. Most 

relations among ex-combatants and civilians have remained friendly. However, ex-

combatants have been involved with criminal actions (Lundin et al. 2000, p.2002-2003).  

 

4.2.2 Independent Variable 

Table 5. One-sided violence  

Year:  1989 1990 1991 1992 

RENAMO.  

Best fatal. 

435 228 525 212 

Source: Eck and Hultman 2007: Melander et al. 2016.   

The RENAMO group have conducted violence against the civilians such as assault and burnt 

their vehicles and trains with people inside (Human Rights Watch 1992, p. 42). There have 

been reports of mutilation against the civilians performed by the RENAMO fighters. 
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Mutilation have been carried out since the group started operating in Mozambique in the 

1970s (Human Rights Watch 1992, p.43). There are reports of civilians being kidnapped by 

the RENAMO group (Human rights watch 1992, p.44). Indiscriminate violence has been 

conducted by the RENAMO forces. In July 1987 the biggest massacre of the war took place. 

The massacre was blamed on RENAMO, however the spokesperson for the group denied the 

accusations. There is strong evidence gathered by the African watch that the massacre was 

conducted on orders by RENAMOS commander (Human rights watch 1992, p.50-51). 

Evidence points to that RENAMO have carried out atrocities against the civilians in the areas 

controlled by the government. However, combatants that have committed abuse against 

civilians in areas controlled by the rebels have been punished. An interview with a RENAMO 

soldier support the fact that the RENAMO fighters were not allowed to mistreat the civilians 

that lived around the base. The civilians that did not support the group were killed. When the 

group attacked the trains they killed any civilian that tried to flee (Human rights watch 1992, 

p.60-61). Systematic disciplinary methods existed within RENAMO which indicates some 

things. Because the killings of civilians that conducted RENAMO was in the government-

controlled area it suggests that the killings are a part of a deliberate policy and that most 

violence was not indiscriminate (Human rights watch 1992, p.65).  

 

                Table 6. Summary of Dependent variable    

Case:                                            RENAMO                                           Government of Liberia  

Demobilized?  20,538-21,9793 15,5954 5 

Did the demobilization 

experience any difficulties, 

such as security risks or 

violence? 

Difficult and dangerous at 

times.  

Was divided into three 

phases based on difficulties.  

Was there any security 

threats toward the 

demobilization process? 

Security issues based on 

time pressure and 

dissatisfaction from the ex-

Yes. Ex-combatants that did 

not receive their benefits 

reacted with violence. 

                                                           
3 Source: Lundin at.al, p.182: Secretary-general 1994 b, p.3.  

4 Including militia and paramilitaries. Number of disarmed.  
5 Source: DDRR Consolidated Report Phase 1, 2 & 3 (2005).  
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combatants. Which resulted 

in violence. 

Was there a reluctance 

among the ex-combatants to 

enter the reintegration 

program? 

Ex-combatants did seek to 

the communities instead of 

seeking assistance from 

military institutions. 

In February 2005 65.000 

demobilized combatants had 

not entered the reintegration 

program. 

Reason stated if the 

reintegration program did 

experience any difficulties?  

 

Economic shortcomings. 

Higher involvement by the 

community.  

Shortcomings in the budget. 

No involvement of the 

communities. Failure to 

follow up on the ex-

combatants. Lack in the 

coordination among the 

local and international 

NGOs and organisations 

  

                           Table 7. Summary of Independent variable  

Case:  RENAMO  Government of Liberia  

Did the fighting/insurgent 

group perform one- sided 

violence against the 

civilians? 

Yes, 1400. During a time 

period for four years. 6 

Yes, 2956. During a time 

period of five years. 7 

Selective violence? Yes  Yes  

Indiscriminate violence?   - Yes  

Massacres?   -   -  

Kidnappings? Yes  Yes  

Tortures?   - Yes  

Sexual violence 

and rape? 

  - Yes 

Mutilations?  Yes    - 

Assaults? ¤ Yes   -  

 

4.3 Comparison of the cases  

The case studies display a variation in both the demobilization, reintegration and the level of 

abuse. The following section will compare the results from the cases studies. First by 

                                                           
6 Source: Eck and Hultman 2007: Melander et al. 2016. Counted as best fatal.  
7 Source: Eck and Hultman 2007: Melander et al. 2016. Counted as best fatal. 
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comparing the independent variable and then the independent variable and lastly the casual 

mechanism.  

4.3.1 Dependent variable  

Demobilization  

Due to the insufficient information on how many government combatants that were 

demobilized in Liberia, the numbers used to measure the dependent variable was how many 

combatants that were disarmed. This problem of available sources will not affect the results in 

this study. Since the the participation from the Government was substantially lower than the 

participation from RENAMO. The theoretical framework can be applied on both the 

disarmament and demobilization phase.  

     The government forces including militia and paramilitaries in Liberia had a lower 

participation in the disarmament then the RENAMO group. The estimated number of 

demobilized RENAMO combatants were 20 538 – 21 978. The UCDP assessed the 

RENAMO troop size to be around 20 000 in 1992, and according to a report by the secretary-

general the total number of registered RENAMO troops were 24,649. Even though the 

estimated troop size of RENMO varies depending on the source the number can still be used 

in the analysis. The numbers from both sources show that there is a substantial difference in 

in the participation in the disarmament and demobilization between the cases. The estimated 

number of disarmed forces from the government of Liberia including militia and 

paramilitaries was 15 595. The UN estimates that the government forces including militia 

were between 30 000 – 40 000 in 2003 (UCDP 2015b). 

     Both cases experienced difficulties during the demobilization based on security issues. 

Although, the demobilization in Liberia had to close down two times based on experienced 

difficulties. The program in Mozambique opened on several locations and could follow 

through until the combatants had been disarmed and demobilized. Violence broke out during 

both programs and it was based on dissatisfaction. In Mozambique the RENAMO group 

resorted to violent means when being forced to stay at the cantonment sites longer that they 

had expected as well as feeling ignored by the leaders in the RENAMO group (Lundin at el. 

2000, p.200-2001). In Liberia the violent outbreaks was mostly based ex-combatants not 

receiving their benefits on time. Amnesty International argues that the violence in Liberia was 

a consequence of the incomplete process of disarmament, demobilization and reintegration 

program (Amnesty 2005, p.6).  
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     Participation in the disarmament and demobilization was higher in Mozambique and the 

program in Liberia experienced more severe difficulties because they had to close the 

program two times before being able to fulfil the two first phases. However, both 

demobilization processes experienced security risks and violence by the combatants.  

Reintegration  

High number of combatants did not enter the reintegration program in Liberia. The gap 

between the DD phase and RR phase led to security issues because many demobilized 

combatants were left without reintegration assistance (Paes 2005, p.258). Many of the 

demobilized had chosen to get transferred to greater Monrovia instead of their communities of 

origin. Both Liberia and Mozambique experienced high number of unemployment. One the 

reasons for the failed reintegration program in Liberia was based on the lack of financial 

resources. The unexpected high number of disarmed created a strain on the budget for the 

whole DDRR program. The low number of participants in the reintegration program could be 

argued to be because of the choice of the ex-combatants not to participate in the program. 

There was no such statement but it could be interpreted based on individual choice. In 

Mozambique there was some issues based on the financial shortcomings. However, the 

reintegration in Mozambique was considered a success based on the goal to assure a 

minimum wage for the former combatants and make sure that they stayed in their chosen 

district. As well as controlling the ex-combatants to ensure the pacification (Lundin et al. 

2000, p.187-188). In contrast to the ex-combatants in Liberia the ex-combatants in 

Mozambique did seek assistance from their communities and not the military institutions 

(Lundin et al. 2000, p.197). In Liberia the program received critique because of the lack of 

involvement from the communities (UNDP final report 2009, p. 23).  

     The variation in the reintegration is less distinctive, but this was expected due to the 

difficulties in measuring reintegration. The definition of reintegration in this thesis is 

participation in the reintegration program and future opportunities. Reintegration should 

include feelings of belongs to the community. The two last parts of the definition to measure. 

There is wide range of interpretation and it is difficult to operationalize. Both cases 

experienced financial shortcoming during the reintegration.  
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4.3.2 Independent variable  

A variation of the independent variable can be seen across both cases. The government of 

Liberia have conducted higher levels of one-sided violence against the civilians then 

RENAMO. They have also performed more types of abuse that will most likely affect the 

social structures of the society. The government of Liberia have conducted abuse against the 

civilians such as selective and indiscriminate violence, kidnappings, tortures, sexual violence 

and rape. The RENAMO group have performed abuse against the civilians such as, selective 

violence, kidnappings, mutilations and assaults. One difference between the cases is that the 

RENAMO group were strongly controlled not to commit violations against the civilians that 

lived in RENAMO controlled areas. The evidence show that the RENAMO soldiers that did 

perform abuse against the civilians living in the RENAMO controlled areas were disciplined 

and punished. In contrast to the RENAMO the violence performed by the Government of 

Lera were less controlled. Occasions of violence occurred due to undisciplined government 

forces (Amnesty 2006, p.16). Since 1999 the Government forces and militia have been the 

most serious perpetrators of sexual abuse and rape (Amnesty 2004, p.46).  

     The RENAMO group have conducted violence against the civilians but the government of 

Liberia have performed higher levels of violence. The evidence suggest more frequently 

reported abuse by the government of Liberia. Rape was a frequently reported incidence by 

combatants that belonged to the government forces and there was no reports found of rape by 

the RENAMO group. Even though no reports of rape were found, it is likely that incidents 

still occurred during the war.  

 

4.3.2 Casual mechanism  

This study has attempted to try and determine if there is a correlation between the level of 

abuse performed by armed groups against the civilians and the outcome of demobilization and 

reintegration during DDR programs. An examination of the results and a comparison of the 

cases have been done in an attempt to settle if the proposed hypothesis and casual mechanism 

find support. The proposed hypothesis is, “the outcome of demobilization and reintegration 

during DDR will be affected by the level of abuse that the armed groups conducted during the 

war”. The presented evidence give some support to the hypothesis.  Although, the evidence in 

this study is not substantial enough to be able to give a complete and determined analysis. 

Further research is required to establish the proposed hypothesis and casual mechanism.  
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     As evident both programs experienced difficulties and both cases had performed one-sided 

violence against the civilians. The interesting in this study is the comparison of the dependent 

and the independent variable. The case that had performed higher level of violence had a 

lower participation in the disarmament and demibilization. Evidence from a survey conducted 

by Pugel shows that the main reason for not participating the DDR program in Liberia was 

because of fear of being identified as an ex-combatant. This indicates some support for the 

mechanism proposed in the theory. Forty-five percent of the total disarmed ex-combatants 

chose to transfer to the greater Monrovia even though it was not their place of origin. (Paes 

2005, p.258). This could be analysed as fear of being identified as a combatant by their 

community or being rejected by their community. Since no comparable information was 

found in Mozambique the argument cannot be further developed. Although, evidence from 

Mozambique indicates more accepting attitudes towards the demobilized combatants. Reports 

from the provinces Tete and Manica, conclude that the demobilized combatants were seen as 

´sons returning home´ (Lundin et al. 2000, p.198) In Liberia many of the ex-combatants that 

had gone through the reintegration program experienced their communities to perceive them 

with either fear, watchfulness or mistrust (Pugel 2006, p.49-50, figures 32 and 33). This 

indicates support for the hypothesis which argues that high level of violence will lead to less 

social acceptance and thereby more difficulties during reintegration. However, more aspects 

about demobilization and reintegration need to be further examined to be able to make any 

conclusions.  

     The research question this study is, why are some DDR-processes more successful in 

demobilizing and reintegrating ex-combatants than others? Based on the cases studies and the 

comparison of the cases this study, the evidence show indications that the level of abuse 

performed by the different armed groups have an effect on the level of success in 

demobilization and reintegration. Thereby to answer the research question, DDR- processes 

are more successful when demobilizing and reintegrating armed groups that have conducted 

lower level of violence against the civilians. However, as mentioned in the beginning of this 

section, the evidence in this study is not substantial enough to be able to give a complete and 

determined analysis. For a deeper analysis, further research is required.  
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4.4 Limitations and other explanations 

As mentioned in the introduction section, the aim of this thesis has been to highlight the 

impact that social processes have on DDR. To achieve this the independent variables was 

chosen to provide a hypothesis that could capture the social casual mechanisms that could 

affect DDR. By doing this the thesis does not exclude other explanatory variables for having 

an impact on the outcome of demobilization and reintegration. As mentioned in the previous 

literature section most focus have been put on the economic and political aspects of DDR.  As 

described in the dependent part, the social processes cannot completely be measured in 

isolation from the economic and political aspects of demobilization and reintegration. The 

phases in DDR programs are intertwined with social, economic and political aspects and are 

thereby also dependent on each other. The evidence suggest that demobilization and 

reintegration are affected by financial resources. This was demonstrated in the both cases 

were one of several reasons for unsuccessful reintegration was because of economic 

shortcomings. In Liberia many ex-combatants resorted to violence when they received their 

benefit late. These are examples of how economic social aspects are intertwined with one 

another. The deficiency of financial resources affected the prospects of social reintegration 

and thereby probably affected the future prospects for several ex-combatants to find future 

employment and economic opportunities. One alternative explanation could be lack of 

financial resources. 

     Another alternative explanation might be that brutal violence against the civilians might 

not affect the demobilization and reintegration in short-term. Although, it could affect ex-

combatants chances for long-term reintegration. Some scholars argue that in Liberia former 

combatants faced re-marginalisation rather the reintegration (Persson 2012, p.106: Utas 

2003). The evidence from Mozambique indicates less hostile attitudes by the civilians toward 

the combatants (Lundin et al. 2000, p.2002-2003). In Mozambique the communities had a 

central during the reintegration, an example is the rituals that was performed to the 

demobilized combatants in order to be cleaned and uphold social order (Lundin et al. 2000, 

p.198.190). In Liberia, many of the ex-combatants that had gone through the reintegration 

program experienced their communities to perceive them with either fear, watchfulness or 

mistrust (Pugel 2006, p.49-50, figures 32 and 33).  

      Furthermore, the evidence from the case studies show that the design and planning of the 

demobilization and reintegration have a vital role in the outcome. Therefore an alternative 

explanation for the variation in the demobilization and reintegration could be that the level of 
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violence may have an indirect effect on the outcome. If knowledge about the conflict history 

is not included in the design of the program it could affect the success of demobilization and 

reintegration in a negative way. The DDR program in Liberia received critique because of 

poorly execution when it came to duration of the training provided for the ex-combatants and 

the failure to follow up on the ex-combatants. The program in Liberia had to close down two 

time because of experienced issues (Paes 2005, 254). The Liberian DDR program was mainly 

based on experiences from programs in other countries (UNDP final report 2009, p. 23). If the 

design of the program would have included a more in-depth analysis of the Liberian context it 

might have been more successful. Thereby, an alternative explanation could be that context-

designed programs based on in-depth analysis of conflict history, such as level of abuse, are 

more successful in demobilization and reintegration 

     Evan though the case studies cannot fully support the hypothesis it might contribute by 

showing that the conflict history can have an effect on the remobilization and reintegration, 

thereby acknowledge the importance to include the conflict history when implementing and 

designing DDR programs. As well as highlighting the importance of context based programs.  

     Additionally, one limitation in this study is the sources accessibility. The information 

available on the participation by the different groups was insufficient. This can have affected 

the results and prevented a deeper analysis of the casual mechanism. The data collection for 

Government of Liberia was considerably easier than for RENAMO. More available 

information was accessible for the government of Liberia. Much of the data for the dependent 

variable is gathered from UN agencies. Consequently, it could cause a potential bias issue. 

The UN agencies involved in the demobilization and reintegration probably wants generate 

the most successful image of the program and themselves as possible. Lastly, there is no 

guarantee that the collected data is accurate. As well as the data gathered does not represent 

all of the abuse that the groups conducted or all the processes occurred during demobilization 

and reintegration.  

     Although, it does not exclude the contribution of this paper. The study has found some 

implications to support the theory and by that the study cannot exclude the effect that the level 

of abuse performed by the different armed groups have on the outcome of demobilization and 

reintegration. For future research it would be interesting to examine the variation within a 

country and analyse the difficulties that the different groups experience and by that drawing 

conclusion if the level of abuse could have an explanatory effect.  
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5. Conclusion and summary  

The purpose of this study was to qualitatively examine the effect that level of abuse 

performed by armed groups have on the variation in the outcome of demobilization and 

reintegration during DDR programs. The research question produced for the study was: Why 

are some DDR-processes more successful in demobilizing and reintegrating ex-combatants 

than others? 

     The theoretical framework suggest two possible casual mechanism to explain the variation 

in the outcome of demobilization and reintegration. The theory proposes how the level of 

abuse performed by the different armed groups can create feelings of insecurity during the 

step when entering the DDR program. Thereby fewer combatants would want to enter the 

program. The second mechanism that the theory suggest is that armed groups that conducted 

higher level of abuse will gain a lower social acceptance by their communities hence the 

reintegration would be affected in a negative way. To examine the research question, 

hypothesis and mechanisms a case study on the government of Liberia between 1997 and 

2003 and the rebel group RENAMO was done. The main findings suggest that the 

participation in disarmament and demobilization was higher by the RENAMO than the 

government of Liberia. The level of violence conducted by RENAMO was lower than the 

violence performed by Government of Liberia.  Although, both demobilization processes 

experienced security issues such as, threats and violence. There was little variation in the 

reintegration phase. To conclude, the evidence demonstrate a variation in the level of abuse 

performed by the different armed groups, a variation in the demobilization and little variation 

in the reintegration.  

     To. Lastly, most DDR programs have been far from successful and therefore we need to 

include other possible methods to handle the transition from war to peace. We need to make 

sure that a design from one country are not implemented in another country were the context 

is completely different. The people are different, the conflict was different, and the culture is 

different. All these different aspects need to be included when designing and implementing 

DDR programs. I argue that DDR programs would benefit to include the context of the 

country, groups, socioeconomic, cultural aspects and conflict history when implementing a 

DDR program. 
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Appendix 1 – List of acronyms  

 

DDR                        Disarmament, Demobilization and Reintegration 

DDRR                     Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation and Reintegration (Liberia).                                                      

JIU                           Joint implementation Unit 

NCDDRR                National Commission for Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation 

                                 and Reintegration (Liberia) 

ONUMOZ               United Nations Operation in Mozambique  

RENAMO               Mozambique National Resistance     

UNMIL                   United Mission in Liberia  

RSS                         Reintegration Support Scheme (Mozambique) 

 

 


