
• Conflict: Economists want to explain why certain countries are plagued by 
conflict and violence

• Natural resource curse: countries with an abundance of natural resources 
attain less economic growth, partially because increased conflict is 
detrimental to the economy

• Mining: areas with more mining activity experience more conflict (Berman 
et al., 2017)

• Historical ethnic borders in Africa are often demarcated poorly, resulting in 
overlapping claims on resources and conflict

• Ethnicity: areas with more historical ethnic borders experience more conflict 
(Depetris-Chauvin and Ozak, 2019)

Introduction

Research Question:

How does interethnic contact in 
Africa affect conflict as groups 
compete for political power and 
access to resources?

➢ Does this effect change when 
accounting for heterogeneity 
between different types of conflict?

➢ Does this effect change when 
accounting for heterogeneity 
between different types of 
interethnic contact?

Locations of Mines and Ethnic Boundaries 

Boundaries

Explanation

• The unit of observation is a cell-year, with panel data on each cell from 1997 
to 2010

• Each cell is constructed by dividing the full grid of Africa into subnational 
units of 0.5×0.5 degrees latitude and longitude using PRIO-GRID data

• Conflict is measured using the ACLED (The Armed Conflict Location & Event 
Data) dataset

• Mining information is obtained from the RMD (Raw Materials Database) 
dataset

• The location of historical ethnic boundaries and specific information about 
African ethnic groups is determined by the Murdock Ethnographic Map of 
Africa (1959) and the Murdock Ethnographic Atlas (1967) which does not 
vary through time

• World prices for minerals are collected from the World Bank Commodities 
Prices dataset, evaluated at 1997 prices

• Political power is measured for each ethnic group using the Ethnic Power 
Relations (EPR) dataset
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OLS Results: Oppression

Locations of Conflicts

• The variable is  exogenous because it was constructed using 
the Murdock Map from 1959, significantly before the time period of 
study and it does not vary through time, except for oppression
incidence

• The variable                    could be endogenous because mines may be 
forced to close if workplace safety is poor due to the additional risks 
that armed conflict incurs. There could be other confounding 
variables. 

• Mines are opened if investors expect that minerals will be efficiently 
and safely extracted.

• Mineral prices are an instrument for mining activity, since higher 
prices would entail greater financial rewards.

• The arbitrary splitting of national borders in Africa resulted in many 
people belonging to different ethnic groups being forced to live 
together in the same country, and people of the same ethnic group 
split from each other.

• As a result, ethnic identities became more salient, and conflict 
increased.

• However, mines usually hire people who are residents of the country 
that the mines are located in.

• People of different ethnicities but same nationalities would work in 
the same mine.

• They share a superordinate goal of acquiring resources by mining 
together, which increases cooperation and partially mitigates conflict. 

Key Findings

Main Variables

OLS Results: Types of Conflict 2SLS Results: IV Conflict Incidence

OLS Results: Farmer-Herder

Summary Statistics

Data Sources

• Mining Incidence alone leads to a 6-7% increase in the probability of conflict
• Oppression incidence alone leads to a 1.4% increase in the probability of conflict
• A cell-year with both mining incidence and oppression incidence experiences an overall 1.4% 

decrease in the probability of conflict (compared to 8% increase without the interaction term)
• A cell-year with both mining incidence and farmer-herder incidence experiences a 3% decrease in 

the probability of conflict (compared to 7% increase without the interaction term)
• A cell-year with both mining incidence and ethnic boundary incidence experiences a 2% increase in 

the probability of localized conflict (compared to 7% increase without the interaction term)
• Previous literature suggests that both explanatory variables increase conflict when analyzed 

separately
• However, the coefficients for their interaction term are negative and large enough to significantly 

reduce the probability of conflict
• This holds true across different types of conflict and different types of interethnic contact
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