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Abstract

Following regime change, how does wartime victimization shape political attitudes and
participation in the long run? | argue that it increases post-war political vigilance: greater
sensitivity to illiberal politics and poor governance, but with dampened effects on
participation under authoritarianism due to greater fear of harm. | examine Protected
Villages (PVs) in the Zimbabwe Liberation War (1972-1979). PVs, a Rhodesian
counterinsurgency strategy, was a large-scale and violent resettlement program that
intensified politics’ role in civilian lives. | map PV-affected areas within pre-war and
current-day administrative divisions, and estimate a difference-in-discontinuities re-
gression to identify PVs’ long-run effects. PV-affected areas report greater sensitivity to
the country’s illiberal politics and are more critical of poor government performance
today. Contrary to existing literature however, | find no evidence of increased political
participation and pro-social behavior in the long run, nor hardened support for the
ruling party—whom these areas had once supported during war.
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Introduction

States often victimize civilian communities during counterinsurgency campaigns. How
do such violent experiences shape their long-run political attitudes and participation?
Existing literature highlight two major findings. First, in the short term, scholarship
describes a pro-social activation: victims of violence—from both the state and rebels—
become more politically active and exhibit pro-social behaviors within their com-
munities (Bauer et al. 2016; Bellows and Miguel 2009; Henrich et al. 2019). These
effects run through coping with shared trauma, meaning that civilians in victimized
communities come together after war to work towards social and political change
(Gilligan et al. 2014). Second, in the long term, scholarship describes hardened at-
titudes against the perpetrator that deepen in- and out-group divides (Mironova and
Whitt 2018). Within the literature on state-led mass victimization, these effects are
clearest in cases with limited change in political leadership—meaning that the violent
state remains dominant (Acharya et al. 2018; Wang 2021)—and effects run through
enduring social memories of collective suffering under state victimization or repression
(Lupu and Peisakhin 2017; Rozenas et al. 2017).

These explanations insufficiently account for the agency of wartime victims to
evaluate and update their support for certain political parties over time. When con-
sidering pro-social activation, there is the question of the durability of behaviors:
heightened political engagement and community-based collective efforts stemming
from wartime victimization may not be an enduring behavioral outcome, particularly
when taking into account the influence of the political climate on their expression
(Rozenas and Zhukov 2019). On long-run hardened attitudes, there is the question of
the stability of support. While literature focuses on cases where the perpetrators are
dominant long-lasting regimes, far less is known about how wartime victimization
affects civilians’ political attitudes when the perpetrators fail to hold on to power. This
distinction warrants investigation because the salience of wartime cleavages affects the
longevity of social memory: if cleavages are no longer salient, then in- and out-group
divides need not persist (Balcells 2012). Since most conflicts in fact do not end in
government victory, salient cleavages may more likely to shift over time as civilians re-
evaluate politics.'

This paper argues that wartime victimization creates enduring change in vigilance
with respect to politics: members of victimized communities are (1) more evaluative of
and sensitive to ongoing political affairs, but are also (2) more likely to take actions to
protect themselves against additional political harm. First, wartime civilian victimi-
zation ought to increase sensitivity to illiberal politics due to increased politicization
during war. Wartime victimization thrusts ordinary civilians into politics in violent and
life-altering ways, cementing the role that politics plays in everyday life. Further, when
communities are victimized for their perceived support for the rebellion, they may
paradoxically become more open to rebel politicization (Kocher et al. 2011; Wood
2003). Such politicization may teach civilians how to evaluate governance: civilians
have a better understanding of political demands that can be made and what they expect
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from their government. In the long run, we may expect these aspects of wartime
politicization to be sustained, and for these citizens to continue to evaluate their
government’s performance with a more critical eye (Huang 2016).

Second, despite increased sensitivity to good governance, vigilance also leads
victimized populations to shield themselves from future harm. I draw on literature
discussing trauma from political violence, which highlights the enduring impact on
individuals and communities (Johnson et al. 2021; Steel et al. 2009). This trauma often
leads to hypervigilance as individuals grapple with the aftermath of experiencing
violence and seek to prevent falling victim to political violence in the future (Chodoff
1997; Pratten 2006; Vigh 2011). Within the argument, if political violence is a threat
post-war, this threat would dampen political participation despite greater dissatisfaction
over political developments. Such trauma-related behavioral changes comports with
existing work on how political responses from victimized populations shift based on
contemporaneous perceptions of threat from the ruling party (Rozenas and Zhukov
2019).

I explore how a history of wartime forced resettlement under the colonial regime
during the Zimbabwe Liberation War affects current-day civilian political attitudes.
Forced resettlement, also known as relocation or villagization, involves uprooting and
moving entire communities into dense surveilled areas such as concentration camps—
with harmful consequences for civilians (Branch 2010). This strategy has been used in
almost a third of civil wars since 1945 and is primarily deployed in low-information
environments as both punishment and a method for increasing state legibility
(Lichtenheld 2020): governments aim to identify rebel supporters and deprive rebels of
support. Forced resettlement represents a form of mass repression that was designed not
to scatter populations but to contain them for surveillance; it therefore kept com-
munities together, sustained networks, and provided space for covert—albeit higher-
risk—civilian political mobilization against the perpetrating state (Einwohner 2006).

During the Zimbabwe Liberation War (1972-1979), two independence-seeking
rebellions, the Zimbabwe African National Union (ZANU) and the Zimbabwe African
People’s Union (ZAPU), fought against the colonial Rhodesian government for the
country’s independence. Rhodesian forces used various counterinsurgency tactics
throughout the state, but I focus particularly on forced resettlement in eastern Zim-
babwe, where ZANU’s guerrilla army predominantly operated. The porous Zimbabwe-
Mozambique border and strong local civilian support for the ZANU soldiers frustrated
colonial forces. To sever rebel-civilian ties, the colonial state erected Protected Villages
(PVs), which were fenced and guarded temporary villages that were meant to eliminate
rebel contact with civilians and thus starve rebels of their support. Between 1974 and
1978, entire communities were forced to uproot their lives and move into crowded and
guarded quarters. This violent policy both angered civilians—hardening political
support for the liberation struggle—and also traumatized the broader community.

Decades after the end of war, shifts in Zimbabwe’s post-independence political
landscape allows us to better extricate various outcomes that tend to move together,
namely support for democracy and good governance and political participation.
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Although racial tensions are still relevant, the main political cleavages have shifted
substantially since independence. From 1980 onward, ZANU-PF has remained in
power by eliminating its wartime rival, ZAPU, and consolidating political power.
ZANU-PF’s 44-year rule has been marked by illiberal politics, corruption, and policy
failures. Today, Zimbabwe is a competitive authoritarian regime and a de-facto one-
party state. Although major opposition parties have arisen in the past two decades, these
parties have thus far failed to overthrow the ruling party through democratic elections.
ZANU-PF’s transition from an armed group to the ruling party, its subsequent dis-
appointing trajectory in government, and the fading relevance of independence politics,
allows us to thoroughly explore and adjudicate between various causal pathways
regarding how legacies of wartime victimization affect civilian communities in the
longer term.

I test the political vigilance argument by examining the current-day political atti-
tudes of rural Zimbabweans living in PV-affected communities. I use a differences-in-
discontinuities causal identification strategy to identify the effect of living on a PV-
affected communal land today, in comparison to living on communal lands not affected
by PVs. I first digitize archival data collected from the National Archives of Zimbabwe
to geocode the locations of the PVs and to identify which current-day wards (the third
administrative level in Zimbabwe) would have been subject to the policy. Then, I
measure political outcomes using Afrobarometer survey data (rl-r7). I subset all
analyses to wards within 150 km of the eastern border—where ZANU support during
the war was strongest, and where PVs were implemented—to minimize heterogeneiety
in wartime rebel presence and citizens’ ideological support. Altogether, estimated
effects derived from this identification strategy may be cautiously interpreted as the
consequences of the forced resettlement policy (PVs) rather than rebel effort, presence,
ease of access, prior state capacity, or co-ethnicity.

Analyses yielded the following findings. First, rural Zimbabweans living in PV-
affected communal lands are more critical of the ruling party, as well as the state
institutions that uphold their dominance. Respondents are also more critical of the
ruling party’s performance, are more likely to reject illiberal politics, and rate Zim-
babwe’s democratic quality poorly. Second, however, respondents report somewhat
reduced levels of political participation at the national, community, or inter-personal
levels. They neither engage in electoral process nor protest more frequently; they are
not more likely to join community associations and meetings, which are controlled by
ruling party agents; and, they do not discuss politics openly. Finally, I show evidence
against two alternative arguments: (1) variations in state capacity with respect to
economic, infrastructural, and coercive capacity; and (2) disillusionment or depressed
political interest overall.

Taken together, these results indicate that PV-affected communities today remain
vigilant with respect to politics. They are sensitive to poor governance and illiberal
politics, and have updated their pre-existing beliefs about the ruling party. Although
they had supported the ZANU guerrillas during war and the ZANU-PF political party
immediately after war, such support does not necessarily persist in the long run when
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politics changes. However, in authoritarian contexts such as Zimbabwe where political
violence during elections is common, discontent about governance has not translated to
greater political participation because victimized communities may seek to preserve
themselves against potential political harm. Thus, people are more critical, yet par-
ticipation is dampened.

This study provides an argument that centers the agency of victims in the
connection between wartime violence, trauma, and its long-run political effects.
War has wide-ranging downstream consequences on social, political and economic
development (Costalli and Ruggeri, 2019; Justino, 2012; Lin, 2020; Liu, 2022,
2024). On its socio-political effects, literature has identified trauma-induced pro-
sociality within communities (Bauer et al. 2016; Bellows and Miguel 2009), in-
tergroup political polarization (Beber et al., 2014; Grossman et al. 2015; Hadzic
et al., 2020), and hardened attitudes against the perpetrating state (Lupu and
Peisakhin 2017; Rozenas et al., 2017). Yet, these effects ought to be circum-
scribed by shifts in wartime and post-war political cleavages (Balcells 2012). This
article contributes to the ongoing conversation by examining how wartime violence
conditions post-war expectations regardless of wartime support, and adds to studies
of how victimization changes people’s risk tolerance with respect to politics
(Rozenas and Zhukov 2019).

Political Legacies of Wartime Victimization

During civil war, civilians may contribute to, or comply with, rebel activities. To sever
such civilian ties with rebels, the government turns to counterinsurgency that is carried
out with the goal of reducing insurgent effectiveness in establishing territorial and
social control (Azam and Hoeffler 2002). Counterinsurgency efforts encompass a broad
set of strategies that involve both the use of violence as punishment for supporting
rebels—either discriminate or indiscriminate (Lyall 2009; Zhukov 2017)—and “hearts
and minds” initiatives to win civilian support (Lyall et al. 2020). As civilian support for
rebels increase, and as rebels embed themselves into local communities, the gov-
ernment is less able to extract credible information from the population (Kalyvas 2006).
Counterinsurgency strategies then become more indiscriminate and turn towards
collective punishment, such as mass killings, ethnic cleansing, or forced resettlement
(Lichtenheld 2020; Valentino et al. 2004; Zhukov 2015).

I examine how civilian communities’ political attitudes and beliefs are affected by
one form of mass indiscriminate violence: forced resettlement. Forced resettlement is
preferred in counterinsurgency to re-establish social control and increase state legibility
while also increasing barriers to cooperation between rebels and civilians (Lichtenheld
2020). The strategy was frequently used by colonial governments: the British used
forced resettlement first in Malaya, and then in Kenya and Zimbabwe. The French used
a similar strategy to combat guerrilla rebels in Vietnam and Algeria, while the Por-
tuguese implemented villagization during the Mozambican War for Independence.
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Forced resettlement represents one of several indiscriminate violent strategies used to
glean more accurate information about rebel supporters among the local population.
The existing body of literature has explored the enduring consequences of wartime
trauma on civilian populations that have experienced victimization (Johnson et al.
2021; Steel et al. 2009). A recurring outcome frequently observed in this context is the
heightened degree of vigilance among survivors, which entails “[defining] cognitive,
temporal and spatial boundaries...and...maintaining surveillance and taking action
against threats” (Pratten 2006). The literature extensively documents trauma’s impact
on hypervigilance, particularly evident in the political psychology sphere among
populations complicit in and targeted by violence, such as ex-combatants and veterans
(Smith et al. 2019). Additionally, hypervigilance is identified in populations affected by
political violence, including Holocaust survivors (Chodoff 1997; Vigh 2011).

Vigilance may affect various dimensions of everyday life, but I focus specifically
about increased vigilance with respect to violent politics. Increased political vigilance
ought to manifest within members of victimized communities because such wartime
indiscriminate violence are clearly political in nature. During war, civil war, while some
may choose to support various sides in the conflict, most simply prefer to remain safe.
Indiscriminate violence carried out by political actors thrusts people into politics—
regardless of whether they were part of ongoing political events or even wished to be a
part of it. Thus, violent experiences are political not only because of “the specific
political acts of violence...but, moreover, the general historical context of pervasive
violence and conflict” (Frankish and Bradbury 2012).

Increased political vigilance after violent victimization presents two observable
implications. First, indiscriminately violent strategies such as forced resettlement
increases people’s sensitivity to, and evaluation of, their political surroundings. Second
however, it then also leads to people avoid potential threats for the return of harm—
dampening political participation where participation is dangerous. I discuss both
below.

Hypotheses

Indiscriminate violence increases wartime politicization both directly and indirectly.
Directly, victimizing both rebel supporters and unaligned civilians alike impinge upon
civilian freedoms and increases motivations for supporting rebellion. As Wood (2003)
writes of El Salvador, communities’ participation increased with victimization in part
due to defiance—a refusal to acquiesce. Resettlement increases civilians’ credible
information about state violence, thereby encouraging greater civilian resistance
(Balcells 2018). In some cases, forced resettlement not only gives civilians greater
reason to participate in the war effort, it also increases perceptions of community-level
threat and provides the opportunity and motivation for greater collective participation
(Shesterinina 2016). Unlike other forms of displacement due to violence (Steele 2019),
civilians who are forcibly villagized do not flee; rather, they continue to live together
with others in their community in new location. This continuity in community ties is
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key to facilitating community action if people wish to act: when intra-community
networks remain intact, civilians can sustain hope for collective resistance (Gade 2020).

Even among those who resist active participation, they are indirect participants:
living under forced resettlement policies means experiencing, and being affected by,
politics in visceral ways. Under forced resettlement, which increases government
coercion and legibility, even those who do not participate directly are subject to vi-
olence as punishment. States justify forced resettlement and villagization schemes as
efforts to increase development outcomes—particularly when used outside of war—
and to maintain civilian safety during war by guarding them from rebel presence. These
strategies, however, often fail to live up to purported goals (De Wet 2012). Forced
resettlement during war induces physical and mental hardships by forcing commu-
nities, under threat of physical violence, to move away from their homes and liveli-
hoods into more densely populated and guarded areas. Civilians are subject to
indignities including food shortages, poor hygiene, education disruption, and constant
surveillance among other effects. Like other forms of civilian victimization, this ex-
perience may ingrain within civilians the negative effects of political injustice and
violence.

Being forced to contend with the importance of politics during war both directly and
indirectly has long-term implications: civilians should become more vigilant about
politics after war. Because forced resettlement significantly increases the primacy of
politics, resettlement-affected communities ought to be more sensitive to illiberal
politics and bad governance, now with a more concrete understanding of how op-
pressive politics can affect their lives. They are therefore more likely to continue paying
attention to governance in the country. In countries such as Zimbabwe, where inef-
fective governance has caused economic and developmental decline, communities that
have suffered from forced indiscriminate violence during war should generally have a
more negative opinion of the ruling party and the overall political situation in the
country.

Hypothesis 1. Political vigilance due to wartime victimization should increase
support for liberal politics and increased sensitivity to poor governance.

Political vigilance not only heightens sensitivity to ongoing affairs but also insti-
gates efforts aimed at preventing potential harms (Pratten 2006). Theoretically, such
heightened political awareness, absent threats to welfare, should translate into increased
political participation to safeguard democracy (Bruno 2017; Galston 2001; Norris
1999). However, if political participation increases the likelihood of future political
victimization, increased political vigilance should not result in a corresponding rise
in—and may even reduce—political participation. Because victimized communities
seek to avoid retraumatization, the positive impacts of political awareness may be offset
or overshadowed by negative safety expectations and heightened fears of political
violence. This dynamic is influenced by the enduring patterns of political participation,
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heavily shaped by existing political institutions and individuals’ incentives to act based
on the political system (Croke et al. 2016; Larreguy and Liu 2024).

In contexts where rebel victories become authoritarian regimes (Liu, 2024; Lyons,
2016; Meng and Paine, 2022), increased political vigilance might heighten sensitivity to
illiberal politics and poor governance but discourage a re-engagement with these violent
regimes due to increased sensitivity to risk as well. This scenario is exemplified by
Zimbabwe, where pervasive state control and the pervasive influence of the ruling party’s
partisan arms in local communities create an environment where the threats of political
violence are keenly felt in daily life (McGregor 2013). Consequently, individuals may be
disinclined to participate in a political system dominated by authoritarian forces.

Hypothesis 2. Political vigilance due to wartime victimization should lead to no
increase in political participation in politically restrictive contexts.

Ultimately, these outcomes should extend to future generations, even those who may not
have personally experienced the violence or have no direct recollection of it. Generational
trauma, arising from significant violent events, manifests through the transmission of
historical knowledge from war-affected generations to younger cohorts, effectively so-
cializing them into a state of vigilance (Frankish and Bradbury 2012; Jansen 2009). Such
“received knowledge” plays a pivotal role in shaping the political consciousness and
behaviors of descendants. Attitudes stemming directly from victimization endure through
their commemoration within in-group communities (Jansen 2009; Starman 2006) and the
intra-household transmission of political beliefs (Lupu and Peisakhin 2017). The influence
of like-minded communities is particularly noteworthy, as population movement tends to
diminish the preservation of values (Charnysh and Peisakhin 2022).

Beyond social transmission, the physical representation of violence such as war ruins,
memorials, and other structures also contributes significantly to the preservation and shaping
of memories related to community victimization (Badescu 2019; Mayo 1988). In Zim-
babwe’s case, not only does the state continues to formally and officially commemorate
memories of the PVs (The Herald, 2023a, 2023b), but some forced resettlement structures
are still standing today—though partially destroyed—and serve to visually commemorate
wartime events (Bvocho and Chabata 2015). The role that oral histories, formal com-
memoration, and physical representations of violent events play in shaping social memory
aligns with existing research on how violence can continue to influence post-war political
behaviors decades after the violence itself has subsided (Blaydes 2018; Cassar et al. 2013;
Wang 2021).

Our argument thus predicts different outcomes from existing research on increased
political participation and pro-social behaviors in the short term after war (Bauer et al.
2016; Bellows and Miguel 2009; Henrich et al. 2019). In this literature, pro-social
behaviors are observed because collective coping through shared trauma may induce
greater altruism, trust, and collective action (Gilligan et al. 2014). In addition, the
political vigilance I describe departs from existing scholarship that predict hardened
attitudes and in-group preferences among civilians who were affected by war
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(Grossman et al., 2015; Hadzic et al., 2020). This literature describes cases where
politicians or governments can continue to inflame tensions to sustain support on the
ground long after war has ended. On their long term effects, state violence in the USSR
across the 1900s has received particularly significant attention: studies find both harden
attitudes towards the state and also induce long-run fear against state repression (Lupu
and Peisakhin 2017; Rozenas et al. 2017; Rozenas and Zhukov 2019).

Scope Conditions

There are two scope conditions. First, the political context may be important, and in
particular the change in political cleavages between war and post-war politics. While
political vigilance may increase participation if the political system is open, a coercive
ruling party would dampen participatory spirits considerably. Further, the argument 1
make does involve the social memory of collective punishment and violence—much
like existing scholarship on hardened attitudes. However, the theory does not follow the
pathway to hardened long-run attitudes because the violent regime or group is neither in
power nor salient in politics. Thus, social memory can present different outcomes,
depending on the quality of governance and politics, if there is change in political
leadership and salient cleavages.

Additionally the type of indiscriminate victimization may matter. The theory and
evidence primarily draw from forms of mass civilian victimization that leave an
opening for collective action against the violent perpetrator, and should therefore apply
to forms of civilian victimization that: (1) raise threat perception levels and force
civilians to engage with the politics of rebellion and violence, while still (2) allowing
for politicization to take place. Most forms of mass violence against civilians fulfill the
first criterion: when civilians are indiscriminately targeted and punished collectively,
there is clear threat to civilian lives regardless of whether they perceive themselves as
supporters of the rebellion. The second criterion, collective action potential, is more
variable. Methods of depopulation to remove the population from the territory, like
ethnic cleansing or mass displacement, may be more likely to reduce the likelihood of
politicization and organized political participation.

Forced Resettlement in Zimbabwe

I test the argument in Zimbabwe, which fits well within the scope conditions due to the
violence used during war and the post-war political developments. The systematic use
of forced resettlement meant that entire communities would feel both threatened and
victimized by the colonial state. The massive scale of forced resettlement, both in terms
of territorial spread and the population affected, also allows me to better estimate its
effects with survey data. Further, post-war Zimbabwean politics have moved away
from pre-war and wartime divisions, meeting the argument’s scope conditions. Today,
Zimbabwe’s competitive authoritarian regime holds elections that legitimize the ruling
party’s power amid ongoing political and economic grievances. This context enables



10 Journal of Conflict Resolution 0(0)

testing the hypotheses by separating respondents’ sensitivity to illiberal politics from
their participatory behaviors.

Guerrilla Operations during the Liberation War

The Zimbabwe Liberation War began as a political movement and evolved into a full-
fledged military conflict in 1972. From 1972 to 1979, the two liberation parties—
Zimbabwe African People’s Union (ZAPU) and the Zimbabwe African National
Union (ZANU)—formed armed wings to fight against the colonial Rhodesian gov-
ernment. Despite similar goals, tensions between the two liberation armies meant that
they fought independently: ZAPU attacked the Western border of Zimbabwe from its
bases in Zambia and Botswana, while ZANU entered the country through Zimbabwe’s
eastern border through well-established bases in Mozambique. All side ceased fighting
and came together to sign the Lancaster House Agreement in 1979.

Under the colonial government, rural black Zimbabweans were forced to live in
designated areas with poorer land quality. These were known during the colonial period as
“Native Areas, which can be further split into two types: first, a small percentage were
designated as “Purchase Areas,” which encompassed better land and could be purchased
by the wealther middle-class black Zimbabweans; second and much more common,
“Tribal Trust Lands” were communal farmlands where poorer black Zimbabweans lived.
I refer to both of these land types as communal areas throughout the paper.

Guerrilla operations during the Liberation War in rural Zimbabwe primarily took
place within these communal areas: since the black Zimbabwean population were
concentrated there, both ZANU and ZAPU enjoyed supported among their core
constituents while Rhodesian administration had lower capacity relative to urban
areas.” Both liberation armies engaged civilians on the ground, to varying degrees of
success based on their ability to remain militarily present and to politicize successfully.
ZANU was particularly successfully in establishing ties to civilians within its
strongholds, and was able to engage civilians to increase its organization’s capacity to
recruit, gather materials, politicize, and conduct reconnaissance on the ground (Kriger
1991).

Forced Resettlement through Protected Villages

Such high levels of civilian engagement was militarily and politically problematic for
the colonial Rhodesian government, and it used various counterinsurgency strategies to
combat this. I focus on Protected Villages (PVs), a policy of forced resettlement
implemented along the eastern Zimbabwe-Mozambique border from 1974 to 1978.
The use of PVs as a counterinsurgency strategy began in 1974 with Operation
Overload in Chiweshe communal area, located in the northeastern Mashonaland
Central province. ZANU found its earliest successes there, and the Rhodesian army was
unable to sever civilian ties with the armed group (Cilliers 1985). At the start of
Operation Overload, the District Commissioner of the area reminded civilians that he
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and others had “advised [them] of the consequences if [they] continued to assist
terrorists,” and that they had been continually told by their chiefs “to report the presence
of terrorists in [their areas]” (Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1974a).
Because rebels continued to operate and civilians had failed to report their presence, the
government would be resettling everyone into Protected Villages out of a “duty to
protect the property and lives of the people.”

Within weeks, all 49,000 civilians living in Chiweshe had been resettled from
187 villages into 21 PVs. Though the government had portrayed PVs as permanent new
settlements that would lay the foundations for new towns, they were in effect fenced keeps
guarded by Rhodesian agents (Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1974a). As the
war continued, more PVs in other communal areas were quickly erected: 10 more in 1974,
and another 72 in 1975. By May 30 1977, there were 203 PVs across twelve communal
areas in eastern Zimbabwe housing around 750,000 people (Cilliers 1985)—roughly a
twelfth of the total black Zimbabwean population. Though the government estimated
around 2000 people in each PV, some PVs saw more than 5500 people (Catholic
Commission of Justice and Peace, 1977). By the end of the program in 1978, there were
232 PVs altogether across eastern Zimbabwe.

While the PVs were generally created in areas where ZANU soldiers’ cause received
local support (Cilliers 1985), most people preferred to stay out of war (Kalyvas 2006).
Indeed, many people living within affected communities had little to no contact with the
rebels: “...the people are frustrated about the move and many claim not even to know
why they have been moved; they say that they had never had nay contact with terrorists
in their old homes” (Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1974a, 7). Many felt
that they were “caught in the middle” of the war, and that they would be killed and
tortured by either the ZANU soldiers or the Rhodesian soldiers if they were unlucky
enough to come into contact with any armed actors (Bottriell’s 1975).

Unsurprisingly, forced resettlement was disruptive. While children were still ex-
pected to go to school, only schools close enough to the PVs were to remain open, while
other schools were closed down (Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1974a).
Schools and clinics closed, while businesses were forced to relocate. People were
expected, if possible, to dismantle their homes and rebuild within the PVs following a
shortage of building materials. To sustain themselves, people were allowed to leave
during the day to return home and tend to their fields, but not before being thoroughly
searched by Rhodesian agents to ensure that they did to bring food out of the PVs
(Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1974b). This was particularly problematic
for women who took their children to the fields for the entire day, as they would have
nothing to eat. Cramped conditions, food shortages, lack of water, and unhygenic
quarters contributed to rampant disease and hardship for civilians. Meanwhile, ci-
vilians’ actual home villages were pillaged, razed, or languished under disuse. In 1978,
when the resettlement program ended, civilians returned to disarray.
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Intensifying Politics’ Salience

The PV resettlement policy, as a counterinsurgency strategy, broadly failed to prevent
rebel-civilian collaboration. While it briefly did reduce rebel operations in 1974, it
ultimately increased resentment and support for ZANU soldiers. Although Rhodesian
administrators portrayed PVs as protecting civilians from rebel violence, “The people
affected do not think much of this advantage. Few have anything to fear from the
guerrillas and feel no need to be ‘protected’ from them” (Catholic Commission of
Justice and Peace, 1977). Across resettled areas, people resisted the PV policy and
indicated that they were safer outside of PVs than within; to force them to move,
Rhodesian security forces utilized significant violence—including burning down
villages and destroyed crops—to coerce cooperation (Catholic Commission of Justice
and Peace, 1977; Msindo and Nyachega, 2019).

As Ranger (1985, 268) writes about Operation Overload in Chiweshe communal
area, while administrators sought complete control this backfired: “the effect of the
move was to bind the different strata of the Chiweshe peasantry yet more firmly to-
gether.” Altogether, the PV policy failed because it pushed rural black Zimbabweans,
many of whom had not been politicized and were not participating in the war effort,
towards supporting the liberation struggle (Cilliers 1985, 16). The CCJP report on PVs
concludes with this: “The immediate effect [during the last 3 years]...is a great in-
tensification of political awareness, and this includes women as well as men. In fact, a
spirit of resistance is discernable in the TTL” (Catholic Commission of Justice and
Peace, 1974a, 14).

Although the PV policy hardened attitudes against the colonial government and
increased a preference for resistance, it was also now more difficult to aid the guerrillas.
Yet, “the insurgent parallel hierachies...were not broken prior to or concurrently with
the resettlement of people in Protected Villages” (Cilliers 1985, 101). Civilian political
action manifested in two ways. First, in the face of greater organizing difficulties,
people only became more creative as they continued to participate in war (Msindo and
Nyachega 2019). Guerrillas were able to move in and out of PVs themselves with
civilians’ help (Catholic Commission of Justice and Peace, 1977). The Zimbabwe
Liberation War featured youth messengers who formed reconnaissance teams—mu-
Jjibas (male) and chimbwidos (female). These civilians continued to engage in various
forms of subversion after being moved into PVs. Second, although the PV policy aimed
to resettle everyone in designated areas, a portion of the civilians were able to escape
villagization with the help of guerrillas. They lived just outside the PVs in rebels’
“liberated zones” where they continued to support the rebellion in various ways (Chisi
2019; Cilliers 1985; Msindo and Nyachega 2019).

Post-independence Politics under ZANU-PF Rule

Zimbabwe officially declared its independence in 1980 and Robert Mugabe won the
first post-independence elections as leader of the ZANU-PF (Patriotic Front). ZANU-
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PF’s rule over four decades has been marked by illiberal politics. Electorally, it is a
competitive authoritarian regime: while the government officially shared power be-
tween ZANU-PF and ZAPU (with ZANU-PF at its head) in the beginning, by 1987,
ZAPU had been eliminated. Between 1987 and 1999, ZANU-PF’s dominance re-
mained largely unchallenged and Zimbabwe operated as a de-facto single-party state.
When the main opposition party—the Movement for Democratic Change—emerged
and won nearly half the seats in parliament in 2000, ZANU-PF responded by clamping
down on opposition, engaging in electoral intimidation, and silencing media. Elections
in 2002, 2008, 2013, and 2018 all exhibited marked irregularities, and the ruling party
has retained power through violent and non-violent coercion.

In the four decades, Zimbabwe’s development has suffered. The MDC’s rise high-
lighted a broad base of citizens who were dissatisfied over a variety of development
issues—particularly land redistribution—that were promised but unsatisfactorily im-
plemented. In response to the possibility of losing elections, ZANU-PF implemented the
Fast Track Land Reform in 2000, which in essence allowed large-scale land expropriation
from white farmers without compensation. Fast Track resulted in widespread political
violence led by pro-ZANU-PF war veterans; and redistribution also primarily benefited
ZANU-PF partisans with little farming experience or desire to engage in farming, which
has significantly reduced the farming industry’s productivity and led to low crop yields,
malnutrition, and starvation. In part because of farming industry failures and because of
economic mismanagement, Zimbabwe has faced prolonged economic crisis, hyperin-
flation, and high unemployment throughout the 2000s.

Data and Methods

The PV resettlement policy during the Zimbabwe Liberation War affected the lives of
roughly 750,000 civilians and increased pro-ZANU attitudes during the war. I argue
that victimization increased wartime politicization, and that people continue to evaluate
politics post-war. In the face of illiberal politics and poor governance outcomes, PV-
affected areas ought to be more critical of their government today, and to be particularly
attuned to Zimbabwe’s authoritarianism.

Geolocating Native Areas Affected by Protected Villages

The PV resettlement policy was implemented along the eastern border of Zimbabwe
within a portion of the communal lands. I identify which communal lands were affected
by the PV resettlement scheme using data gathered from the National Archives of
Zimbabwe (NAZ), which houses Rhodesian government documents prior to indepen-
dence. Documents detailing the counterinsurgency provided the (1) military coordinates
of all PVs, and (2) the district and communal areas within which these PVs fell.
Figure 1(a) depicts the colonial-era Land Approportionment map, with PVs plotted
in blue. Shaded regions were communal lands where black Zimbabweans were allowed
to farm (as previously explained). The four pro-ZANU provinces affected by the PVs
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Figure |. Locations of Protected Villages. (a) Geocoded Protected Villages. (b) Subset: Mutasa.
Note. Geo-coded PVs dotted, and communal lands shaded. In Figure |(a), pro-ZANU
provinces are outlined. Figure | (b) zooms in on Mutasa communal land (shaded, with individual
chieftaincies outlined with dashes).

policy (Mashonaland East, Mashonaland Central, Manicaland, and Masvingo) are
outlined. The PV policy was applied at the communal land level, meaning that all
villages within a communal land would have been moved to one of the PVs erected
within those boundaries. For example, Figure 1(b) shows Mutasa chieftaincy using the
Land Approportionment map from Figure 1(a). Mutasa chieftaincy includes six
communal areas: Makoni, Manyika, Mutasa South, Mutasa North, Holdenby, and
Manga. Of the six, three had PVs: Mutasa North (5 PVs), Holdenby (8 PVs), and
Manga (1 PV).

Next, I match present-day administrative divisions to communal lands to identify the
relevant population of people living in PV-affected areas. The boundaries of the
communal lands match well to current-day ward, which is the third and smallest
administrative level for which boundaries exist. Figure 2 depicts the Land Appor-
tionment map with current-day ward polygons outlined. The communal lands are
shaded within this map. I use the Land Apportionment map to match wards to specific
communal lands, which then allows us to identify which wards were subject to forced
resettlement during war.

Outcome Variables

To construct the outcome variables, I use a series of outcome variables drawn from
Zimbabwe’s Afrobarometer surveys rounds 1 to 7.°

First, in Zimbabwe, where the government has been performing poorly for decades,
I expect on the aggregate that people living in PV-affected areas during war today to be
less satisfied with government performance. Critical evaluation of performance is
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Figure 2. Communal areas in Colonial Zimbabwe, shaded.

measured using two groups of variables: (1) satisfaction with government performance
and economic discontent, in comparison to (2) actual economic outcomes and
community-level economic development. If respondents are more dissatisfied with the
government but are not differentially worse off, then I interpret them as being more
critical. Next, I examine whether there is (3) greater support for democracy and critical
evaluations for democratic quality in Zimbabwe—a competitive authoritarian regime.
Finally, given Zimbabwe’s poor political record, I expect more negative sentiments
about the ruling party, their politicians, and their institutions. This is measured through:
(4) trust in the ruling party and elected representatives, and (5) trust in the state’s
electoral and coercive institutions.

Identification Strategy

Estimating the effect of PVs in this context introduces two threats to causal identi-
fication. First, it is implausible to suggest that PVs were randomly assigned to some
communal lands and not others.* Thus, I cannot simply compare communal lands with
and without PV. While it is theoretically possible to use a regression discontinuity
design to compare the respondents at the border between communal lands with and
without PVs, the strategy is infeasible due to sample size concerns as there are very few
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shared borders. Second, it is also implausible to compare communal areas with PVs to
adjacent non-communal areas due to significant sorting with respect to population
demographics, wealth, and land quality.

A difference-in-discontinuities (diff-in-disc) identification strategy can be used to
address both concerns. Conceptually, the data can be separated into four distinct
geographical regions: (1) communal lands with PVs; (2) communal lands without PVs;
(3) non-communal lands adjacent to communal lands with PVs; and (4) non-communal
lands adjacent to communal lands without PVs.’> The diff-in-disc estimation
strategy estimates two geographical regression discontinuities: (a) the discontinuity
at the border of PV-affected communal lands, ie. between (1) and (3) above; and (b)
the discontinuity at the border of unaffected communal lands, ie. between (2) and
(4). The difference between the two discontinuities (@) and (b) is then the causally
identified effect.

Intuitively, the identification strategy helps to account for sorting. In a regular
regression discontinuity between a communal land affected by PVs and its adjacent
non-communal land, there is sorting at the border introduced by colonialism—thus
biasing the estimate. However, that sorting should be equivalent to sorting that occurs at
the border of a communal land that is not affected by PVs, and its adjacent non-
communal land. Thus, the first step of this identification strategy—the regression
discontinuities—allows me to identify how outcomes shift between communal and
non-communal areas without taking into account sorting at these borders. Sorting is
then differenced out in the second step, thereby recovering the causal effect of living in
a communal area affected by PVs. This identification strategy relies on the assumption
that the level sorting is the same across the two types of borders. Theoretically, there is
no reason to expect pre-treatment that sorting was more severe in some communal areas
than others; I show balance in Appendix E across a variety of pre-treatment colonial
land designations and geographical features. There is a slight imbalance in the pro-
portion of land designated crop, national parks, and forests. In Appendix F, I find that
results are robust to controlling for these imbalanced features. I estimate:

Yip,s = Bo Jrﬁlpi,/m + Si(ﬂ3 +//3)4})1}17,.?)
+ Ti[Bs + BePips + Si(11 4 BrPips)] + i+ 05 + Ky + €1

Where 7 is the effect of interest. The regression also includes: P;,, ; as the running
variable (distance from the Native Area border), S; as an indicator for whether an
individual lived along a PV-affected border, and 7; as an indicator for whether the
individual lived in the Native Area with PVs. Additionally, {; are individual-level
controls (gender, year of birth) and ward-level controls defined at the individual level
(distance to the Mozambique border, and to the capital Harare). I also include 6; as
survey round fixed effects and «,, as province fixed effects. Robust standard errors are
clustered at the local council level, one level of administration higher than the ward,
governing communal lands and adjacent farming areas.
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Finally, for comparability, I subset the data to locations within 150km of Zim-
babwe’s eastern border along Mozambique, which is the distance that captures the full
sample of communal areas that were forced into Protected Villages during the war. This
accounts for four potential concerns. First, within this distance to the border, districts
were far more likely to be homogeneously ZANU-PF supporters during the war, which
eliminates the possibility of pre-existing support for the current-day ruling party as a
major confounder (Liu, 2022). Second, it better accounts for pre-war colonial ad-
ministration effects that may generate variation in colonial violence and state capacity.
Third, it helps to eliminate confounding bundled treatment effects arising from the main
wartime ethnic cleavage between the Shona and the Ndebele. Fourth, because the
Afrobarometer surveys are not stratified at the local constituency level, and sample
probabilities are proportional to population size, we may be concerned about the
representativeness of the respondents that are surveyed. In particular, we may be
concerned about any underlying differences in the likelihood of being surveyed within
treated versus untreated areas. By subsetting the data to largely rural areas in eastern
Zimbabwe where population characteristics are less different than in the rest of the
country, we are better able to ensure homogeneity of the population. I show some
evidence of this in Appendix Figure AS8: within the full universe of wards which should
fall in the sample are balanced in population size, population density, and the share of
the migrant population across treated and untreated wards.

Appendix F shows that results are robust to: (1) using district-level instead of
province-level fixed effects; (2) clustering using Conley standard errors; (3) controlling
for imbalanced geographic features; and (4) dropping the small proportion of wards
classified as urban in the Afrobarometer survey.

Results

Across the results presented, I explain the variable construction for the relevant
outcomes, where all indices are the predicted values from the first factor of a principal-
factor analysis.® I present regression estimates across ten bandwidths (5 km—9.5 km) to
demonstrate the robustness of effects. Appendix C presents regression tables using
MSE-optimal bandwidths.

Increased Political Sensitivity to llliberal Politics

I hypothesized that respondents affected by the PV policy would be more sensitive to
illiberal politics. In Zimbabwe, this means that respondents ought to present more
negative evaluations about the ruling party and about governance because the ruling
party engages in illiberal politics. I create the (a) trust ruling party (ZANU-PF) index
using questions that ask whether the respondent feels closest to ZANU-PF (rather than
other political parties), whether they trust the current incumbent party, and whether they
trust the president. Next, I examine (b) national institutions that have helped to cement
the ruling party’s power (courts and electoral commission) and also (c) security
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Figure 3. Political attitudes towards ruling party (Hypothesis |). Panel A: Trust in ruling
party. (a) Trust ruling party (ZANU-PF). (b) Trust institutions (justice/EC). (c) Trust security
(police/army). Panel B: Evaluation of government and politics. (d) Economic issues. (e)
Service provision. (f) Government performance. Note. Regressions are: subsetted to areas within
150 km of the Zimbabwe-Mozambique border; control for respondent year of birth; and
include province fixed effects and Afrobarometer round fixed effects. Standard errors are
clustered at the local authority (rural district) level. Number of observations range between n =
701 (5 km bandwidth) to n = 1,435 (9.5 km bandwidth).

institutions associated with the ruling party’s dominance (police and army). Figure 3
present results that suggest waning support for the ruling party in previously-partisan
regions that were affected by PVs. Trust in the justice system and the electoral
commission, as well as in security institutions, are statistically significantly negative.

As expected, wartime victimization leads communities to be more sensitive to
illiberal politics. Further, negative perceptions of the ruling party also line up with
negative evaluations of government performance and Zimbabwean politics more
generally. In Panel B, I examine governance issues—respondent satisfaction with how
the government handles (d) economic issues, including managing poverty, jobs, in-
equality, and prices. I also examine how the national government handles (e) public
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goods provision and social issues, such as reducing crime and corruption, and pro-
viding health, education, infrastructure, electricity, and water. I finally investigate
respondent views about (f) government performance, which includes president and MP
performance. Across all three variables, respondents indicate dissatisfaction with
governance in Zimbabwe.

Figure 4 examines political issues. Respondents are more supportive of (a) political
parties and (b) a two-term limit; they also (c) reject various authoritarian regimes, which
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Figure 4. Political attitudes towards liberal politics (Hypothesis |). (a) Agree: parties needed.
(b) Agree: two term limit. (c) Rejects authoritarianism. (d) Zimbabwe’s democratic quality.
Note. Regressions are: subsetted to areas within 150 km of the Zimbabwe-Mozambique border;
control for respondent year of birth; and include province fixed effects and Afrobarometer
round fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered at the local authority (rural district) level.
Number of observations range between n = 701 (5 km bandwidth) to n = 1,435 (9.5 km
bandwidth).
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is an index variable measuring attitudes toward single-party, military, and one-man rule.
Finally, respondents are asked about their satisfaction with (d) the quality of Zim-
babwe’s democracy. Accurately reflecting Zimbabwe’s competitive authoritarianism,
respondents in PV-affected regions are more critical of Zimbabwe’s democratic quality.
These results show evidence for two key points: first, people prefer democratic politics
and are aware that Zimbabwe’s democratic institutions are of poor quality; second,
results on Zimbabwe’s democratic quality is indicative of evaluating—and being
dissatisfied with—political development in Zimbabwe.

Political Participation

Dissatisfaction with politics, however, may not be associated with greater political
participation (Figure 5). As Hypothesis 2 posits, political vigilance ought to dampen
political participation in politically restrictive contexts such as Zimbabwe, where
participation may bring additional harm. I consider various forms of political par-
ticipation: nationally within the (a) formal system such as participating in political
campaigns, rallies, or voting; or outside of the formal system by (b) attending dem-
onstrations. Additionally, citizens may participate both politically and socially within
their community: In eastern Zimbabwe, where the ruling party’s local organizational
capacity is high, community affairs are more likely to be dominated by ruling party
agents and agendas (Liu, 2024). I therefore examine (c) joining community associ-
ations, and also look at a variable measuring (d) how often the respondent attends
community meetings. Finally, people may engage more at a personal or inter-personal
level with politics by (e) consuming political news through regular media channels or
online media, and by (f) discussing politics with others.

I find no long-run effects on forced resettlement during war on post-war political
activity across these six variables measuring political or pro-social engagement. Re-
spondents are less likely to participate in formal politics and not more likely to protest;
they are also less likely to participate in community affairs. Though imprecisely es-
timated, respondents are perhaps more likely to consume political news, but not more
likely to discuss politics with their others. Taken together, evidence of Hypotheses
1 and 2 provide evidence of the political vigilance argument put forth in this article, and
comports with existing work on civilian disengagement when the state is does not meet
citizen expectations (Cheng and Liu 2018; Croke et al. 2016).

Alternative Arguments

I explore two alternatives explanations: a state capacity-related mechanism, and
disillusionment or depressed outlooks. The state capacity-related mechanism may
manifest either through the lack of state capacity in development, or through greater
state capacity for coercion. Because PVs substantially decreased quality of life during
war, this underdevelopment may have persisted, leading to long-term resentment. In
this case, respondents would be indeed evaluative of government performance, but may
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Panel A: Participation at the national level
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Figure 5. Political participation (Hypothesis 2). Panel A: Participation at the national
level. (a) Participated in formal politics. (b) Attended demonstrations. Panel B:
Participation at the community level. (c) Joins community associations. (d) Attended
community meetings. Panel C: Participation at the individual level. (€) Consumes political
news. (f) Discuss politics. Note. Regressions are: subsetted to areas within 150 km of the
Zimbabwe-Mozambique border; control for respondent year of birth; and include province
fixed effects and Afrobarometer round fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered at the local
authority (rural district) level. Number of observations range between n = 701 (5 km
bandwidth) to n = 1,435 (9.5 km bandwidth).
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not be comparatively more evaluative than those who were not victimized by the PVs.
Alternatively, because PVs were erected to increase state legibility, PV-affected
communities would have been subject to greater state coercive capacity during the
Liberation War. This increased coercive capacity may have persisted until today—
resulting in greater dissatisfaction with the state and greater fears toward political
participation.

In Figure 6, I examine both variations of a potential state capacity argument. In the
first row, I check for differential levels of public goods provision based on the argument
that poorer development would increase dissatisfaction. I find no differential effects on
(a) employment. Then, as part of the survey, enumerators are asked to record the
availability of public services—including electricity, water, sewage, and cell service—
and infrastructure such as post office, school, police stations, health clinics, or market
stalls. Because these are enumerator-recorded, these responses are not biased by
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Figure 6. State capacity and public goods provision. (a) Unemployed. (b) Availability of services.
(c) Existence of infrastructure. (d) Respondent distrust enum. (e) Enum. was/felt threatened.
(f) Police vehicles observed. Note. Regressions are: subsetted to areas within 150 km of the
Zimbabwe-Mozambique border; control for respondent year of birth; and include province fixed
effects and Afrobarometer round fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered at the local
authority (rural district) level. Number of observations range between n =701 (5 km bandwidth)
to n = 1,435 (9.5 km bandwidth).
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Figure 7. Depressed outlook. (a) Close to main opposition. (b) Trust main opposition. (c)
Democracy doesn’t matter. Note. Regressions are: subsetted to areas within 150 km of the
Zimbabwe-Mozambique border; control for respondent year of birth; and include province
fixed effects and Afrobarometer round fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered at the local
authority (rural district) level. Number of observations range between n = 701 (5 km
bandwidth) to n = 1,435 (9.5 km bandwidth).

respondents’ perceptions of the state. Across both (b) services and (c) infrastructure,
there is no evidence that persistent underdevelopment could explain dissatisfaction.

I then examine outcomes related to persistent state coercive capacity, measured by
variables on fear and state security presence. I present regression results from three
indices, all constructed from enumerator-recorded responses: (d) whether the re-
spondent or the respondents’ neighbors seemed distrustful of the enumerators; (e)
whether the enumerator themselves felt threatened or were approached by politicians;
(f) whether police vehicles were observed nearby. These outcomes are, as with the
development outcomes above, reasonably more objective than respondents survey
answers. The three outcomes demonstrate no major differences in the state’s coercive
capacity in PV-affected areas. State security presence is similar, and people are not more
afraid.

Another alternative mechanism for the main findings may be that wartime vic-
timization depressed civilian attitudes across the board. I cannot rule out that the
negative evaluations of Zimbabwean politics reflect disillusionment: sensitivity to poor
governance and disillusionment in Zimbabwe are deeply intertwined. With respect to
political participation however, results are more indicative of greater vigilance. Dis-
illusionment and depressed civilian attitudes may lead either to greater voice—i.e.
greater protest (Paller 2013)—or exit from politics (Liu, 2022b). Both are inconsistent
with several of the results. First, with respect to voice, results in Figure 5 suggest that
respondents are not more likely to participate in demonstrations or protests. Second,
with respect to exit, I find no difference in consuming political news or discussing
politics (Figure 5) and decreased support for authoritarianism (Figure 4).
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In Figure 7, I further show evidence against this. If participants were disillusioned,
their exit from politics should also lead to apathy towards, or mistrust of, the opposition.
I explore this using questions about (a) feeling closest to, and (b) trusting, the main
opposition party. I also examine (c) an indicator variable for whether participants felt
that democracy did not matter for “people like me”—which is most indicative of a
disillusioned attitude towards politics. I find greater support for the opposition and
negative effects on democracy not mattering. These two results are evidence against
this alternative channel with respect to participatory behaviors.

Conclusion

This article has explored the Zimbabwe Liberation War to examine the longer-term
effects of wartime forced resettlement on civilian political attitudes and participation.
Zimbabwe’s authoritarian government today allows us to disentangle the proposed
argument, political vigilance, from the existing literature, which emphasize pro-social
activation in the short term and hardened attitudes in the long term. I use a difference-in-
discontinuities strategy to estimate differences in attitudes towards the ruling party,
ZANU-PF. Results indicate that individuals living in PV-affected wards today are less
supportive of the ruling party. They are more critical of the government, with respect to
both development outcomes and the political climate. Notably, I find null or negative
results for political participation, which is consistent with heightened vigilance—
greater political sensitivity to poor governance but disengagement with politics that
may pose threats to well-being. I rule out alternative channels for the observed main
effects: (1) state development and coercive capacity, and (2) disillusionment and
depressed dispositions towards politics overall due to wartime experiences.

The research design sought to eliminate various threats to causal identification, but
the paper’s results should still be interpreted with several caveats in mind. On data
quality: because of identifiability concerns, survey outcomes are geocoded to the ward
level rather than the individual level. Thus, the distance-to-border measurement lacks
individual-level specificity. While results are stable across ten distance bandwidths, we
miss potential within-ward variation. Further, survey sampling is stratified at the
province and urban/rural level, and clustered at the constituency level, and thus is not
representative at the level of the analysis. I provide assurance against this in the
Appendix, which shows the population size and density are similar across treated and
control units—limiting the potential biases of Afrobarometer’s sampling procedure
(proportional to population size). Our estimation’s focus on a particularly homoge-
neous and densely populated subset of rural wards in eastern Zimbabwe that is balanced
on population size help to minimize potential concerns arising from representativeness.
Finally, on comparability: because the identification strategy relies on comparing
people living along the borders of communal and non-communal areas, wartime
politicization may be minimized as communal border regions are farther away from the
core. Because the theory posits that post-war political sensitivity to illiberal politics and
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poor governance runs through the channel of wartime politicization however, such
heterogeneity is likely to bias the results downward.

This paper add to ongoing work on the legacies of conflict and civilian victimization.
It joins Balcells (2012) and Rozenas and Zhukov (2019) in highlighting the importance
of political context in shaping the observable implications of violent legacies. Spe-
cifically, the paper sought to disentangle victimization’s effects on sensitivity to politics
and governance—with respect to judgment of ongoing political affairs—and political
participation, a behavioral representation of dissatisfaction. In doing so, the paper
builds on existing work on political participation in electoral authoritarian regimes such
as Zimbabwe. In addition, while existing work has compelling showed the role of social
memory in sustaining long-run negative attitudes towards their oppressors, this body of
scholarship has focused primarily on cases where the perpetrators remain powerful and
wartime cleavages are still present. In a large proportion of conflict termination
however, the rebels—over whom citizens are punished for supporting—do in fact make
it into power and some take control completely. This paper explores one such case, and
finds that conflict termination type matters for longer term legacies.
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Notes

1. For example, major conflicts across the world have seen rebel groups take control of politics
through peace agreements and power-sharing, elections, or outright victory. In many cases—
El Salvador, Uganda, Nepal, Zimbabwe, to name a few—civilians who suffered wartime
victimization belonged to communities that supported rebel groups who would eventually
either become major political parties, or win control of the state outright. Particularly with
respect to rebel victory, wartime political cleavages become less salient over time as the
country heals in the decades after war. This is particularly clear for countries that were
victimized during liberation wars, and subsequently gained their independence.

2. Urban politicization was also vibrant in the west, within ZAPU strongholds.

3. Surveys are national representative; sampling is based on census data, stratified at the province
and urban-rural levels, and clustered at the constituency level. Survey refusal rates range
between 1 percent and 10 percent.

4. PVs were clearly targeted at areas that Rhodesian soldiers felt had high rebel activity.

5. In practice, to categorize non-communal lands as falling under either (3) or (4), I rely on the
ward centroid’s distance to the closest Native border. The non-communal lands land ward is
then coded as being under area (3) if its closest communal lands was affected by PVs;
otherwise, it is coded as falling under (4).

6. Scales are created using alpha in Stata, which does not use casewise deletion. See Appendix
Table A2 for the scale reliability values.
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