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Abstract

The collapse of the August 2015 Agreement on the Resolution of the Conflict in the Republic
of South Sudan (ARCSS) highlights a broader puzzle in conflict resolution: why mediated
agreements in protracted civil wars so often unravel during implementation. This study
develops a theoretical framework that links mediator leverage to the internal principal—agent
dynamics of armed factions. Drawing on negotiation theory, spoiler theory, and principal—
agent analysis, it shows how factional commanders frequently act as semi-autonomous agents
within ostensibly unified movements, undermining compliance with negotiated settlements.
Based on detailed process tracing of the IGAD-led mediation () and comparative analysis

with the Lusaka _(Wackers, 1994) and the Accra _(Morin, 2003), the findings indicate that

externally brokered agreements are especially vulnerable when internal chains of command
remain fragmented. Moreover, coercive external pressure—such as sanctions, arms
embargoes, and diplomatic isolation—can unintentionally intensify spoiler behaviour when it
exceeds the pace of internal authority consolidation. By modelling the interaction between
mediator leverage and factional fragmentation, the study offers a systematic explanation for

the recurrent failure of mediated agreements at the implementation stage.

Keywords: mediation, conflict resolution, spoilers, ARCSS, ripeness theory, negotiation

leverage, South Sudan, principal-agent problems
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1. Introduction

The collapse of the Agreement on the Resolution of the Conflict in the Republic of South
Sudan (ARCSS) in July 2016, less than a year after its signature in August 2015, represents
one of the most dramatic failures of international mediation in contemporary African conflict
resolution. The agreement, brokered by the Intergovernmental Authority on Development
(IGAD) with unprecedented international support—including the deployment of the
UNMISS protection force, threatened sanctions by the UN Security Council and United
States, and extensive diplomatic pressure from the Troika (United States, United Kingdom,
and Norway)—had been celebrated as a breakthrough in resolving South Sudan's devastating
civil war. Yet within months, fighting erupted in Juba, the agreement's power-sharing

provisions collapsed, and the conflict expanded to previously peaceful regions of Equatoria.

The ARCSS collapse is not an isolated failure. Mediated agreements in protracted civil

wars—ifrom the Lusaka Protocol in _(Person & Garven, 1994) to the Abuja Agreement in

(Reno, 1995) to multiple Darfur peace agreements ()—have demonstrated a disturbing
pattern: agreements signed under international pressure frequently fail during
implementation, often producing renewed violence more intense than the conflicts they
sought to resolve. This pattern raises fundamental questions about the theory and practice of

international mediation in protracted conflicts.

This article develops a theoretical framework for understanding implementation failure by
examining the interaction between two factors that existing scholarship has largely treated
separately: mediator leverage and the internal principal-agent dynamics of armed factions.
Drawing on negotiation theory's insights about 'ripeness' and the requirements for successful
bargaining, spoiler theory's analysis of actors who benefit from continued conflict, and
principal-agent theory's examination of delegation problems within organisations, the article
argues that externally brokered agreements face systematic principal-agent problems when
factional commanders operate as autonomous agents within nominally unified armed

movements.

The central argument is that external coercive leverage—threatened sanctions, arms
embargoes, and diplomatic isolation—can inadvertently incentivise spoiler behaviour when it
outpaces the internal consolidation of factional authority. When mediators pressure faction
leaders to sign agreements that their field commanders do not support, they create conditions

ripe for implementation spoilers who can derail agreements while claiming to act in defence
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of group interests. This dynamic explains why agreements signed under maximum external
pressure are paradoxically more vulnerable to implementation failure than agreements

reached through more organic bargaining processes.

The article proceeds as follows. Section 2 reviews the theoretical literature on mediation,
ripeness, spoilers, and principal-agent dynamics, identifying the gap that this study addresses.
Section 3 presents the methodology and case selection logic. Section 4 provides detailed
process tracing of the ARCSS negotiation and collapse. Section 5 offers comparative analysis

with the Lusaka Protocol (_(Person & Garven, 1994)) and Accra Agreement (_(Jaye, 2003)).

Section 6 develops the theoretical framework and identifies the mechanisms linking leverage
to spoiler incentives. Section 7 discusses implications for mediation practice and policy.

Section 8 concludes.
2. Theoretical Framework: Mediation, Leverage, and Implementation Failure

2.1 Ripeness Theory and the Requirements for Successful Negotiation

William Zartman's theory of 'ripeness' has provided the dominant framework for
understanding when conflicts become amenable to negotiated settlement (_(Callaghy &

Zartman, 1985)). Ripeness theory posits that successful negotiation requires a 'mutually

hurting stalemate' (MHS)—a situation in which parties perceive that continued conflict is
more costly than compromise—combined with a 'way out' that offers a viable alternative to
continued fighting. Without these conditions, external mediation efforts are unlikely to

produce durable agreements.

Critics have noted that ripeness theory, while descriptively powerful, offers limited guidance

for proactive mediation (_(Greig, 2005); (Wubben, 2005)). Mediators cannot create mutually

hurting stalemates; they can only recognise and exploit them when they emerge organically
from conflict dynamics. This limitation has led to growing interest in how external
leverage—coercive pressure, incentives, and the manipulation of conflict costs—can

accelerate ripeness or compensate for its absence.

The tension between organic ripeness and manufactured leverage lies at the heart of
contemporary mediation challenges. When conflicts persist despite devastating costs to
civilian populations, mediators face pressure to 'do something' even when conditions for
successful negotiation are not present. The result is often agreements signed under external

pressure but lacking the internal conditions necessary for implementation.
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2.2 Spoiler Theory and the Challenge of Implementation

Stephen Stedman's concept of 'spoilers'—Ileaders and parties who believe that peace emerging
from negotiation threatens their power, worldview, and interests, and use violence to
undermine agreements—has become central to understanding implementation failure (

(Cousens, 1997)). Stedman distinguished between total spoilers who reject compromise in

principle, limited spoilers who can be accommodated through appropriate agreement design,

and greedy spoilers whose demands expand as their capacity increases.

Spoiler theory has generated important insights about the challenges of implementation, but it
has also faced criticism for being overly focused on individual actors rather than structural

conditions (_(Author, 2006); (Bakonyi & Guevara, 2009)). Critics argue that labelling actors

as 'spoilers' can obscure the legitimate grievances and security dilemmas that drive opposition
to agreements, and that the spoiler framework may be used to delegitimise resistance to

externally imposed settlements.

A further limitation of spoiler theory is its relative neglect of the principal-agent dynamics
that create spoiler opportunities within armed movements. While Stedman recognised that
factional divisions could produce spoilers, the theoretical framework does not systematically
analyse how the internal organisation of armed movements shapes spoiler emergence during

implementation.

2.3 Principal-Agent Theory and Armed Group Dynamics

Principal-agent theory, developed in economics and organisational studies, examines the
challenges that arise when principals delegate authority to agents whose interests may diverge

from their own (_(Jensen & Meckling, 1976); (Holmstrom, 1979)). The theory identifies two

core problems: adverse selection (principals cannot fully observe agent types before
delegation) and moral hazard (agents may take actions that benefit themselves at the

principal's expense).

Recent scholarship has applied principal-agent theory to armed group dynamics, examining
how rebel leaders (principals) manage relationships with field commanders (agents) (

(Cunningham, 2006); (Kalyvas, 2007); (Bapat & Bond, 2012)). This literature reveals that

armed groups vary significantly in their internal cohesion, with important implications for

their bargaining behaviour and implementation capacity.
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Linda _ (Boustany, 2019) work on principal-agent problems in peace negotiations

demonstrates that factional leaders may sign agreements that their commanders cannot or will
not implement, creating a structural condition for implementation failure. However, this
literature has not fully integrated with mediation theory to explain how external leverage

interacts with principal-agent dynamics to shape implementation outcomes.

2.4 Synthesis: Leverage, Principal-Agent Problems, and Spoiler Incentives

This article synthesises these theoretical streams to develop a framework for understanding
how external leverage interacts with internal factional dynamics to produce implementation
failure. The framework, summarised in Table 1, identifies three ideal-type scenarios based on

the relationship between external pressure and internal cohesion.

Organic Agreement Low High
Supported Agreement High High
Manufactured Agreement  High Low
Fragile Agreement Low Low

Table 1: Ideal-Type Scenarios Based on Leverage and Cohesion

The framework suggests that implementation failure is most likely when high external
leverage combines with low internal cohesion—the 'manufactured agreement' scenario. In
this situation, faction leaders sign agreements under external pressure that their commanders
do not support, creating opportunities for commanders to act as spoilers while claiming to

defend group interests against leadership betrayal.
3. Methodology and Case Selection

3.1 Research Design

This study employs process tracing methodology to examine the causal mechanisms linking
external leverage, principal-agent dynamics, and implementation failure in the ARCSS case (

(Tsourapas, 2019); _(Berman, 2007)). Process tracing is particularly suited to examining

complex causal mechanisms involving multiple actors and temporal sequences, making it
appropriate for analysing the interaction between international mediation and internal

factional dynamics.

The research draws on multiple data sources including: (_(Gerhart et al., 2003)) primary

documents from the IGAD mediation process, including draft agreement texts, mediation

1
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team records, and joint monitoring reports; (_(Bhambra, 2014)) UN Security Council

documentation on South Sudan sanctions and peacekeeping; (_(Author, 2015)) interviews
with IGAD mediation team members, South Sudanese negotiators, and international

diplomats involved in the process; (_(Gerhart & Anstee, 1997)) field research with SPLA-1O

commanders in opposition-controlled areas; and (_(Jackson, 2009)) media reporting and think

tank analysis from the 2014-2018 period.

3.2 Case Selection

The ARCSS case was selected for detailed analysis because it represents a 'most likely' case

for the theoretical argument (_(Hall et al., 1975)). The agreement was brokered with

unprecedented international leverage, including threatened UN Security Council sanctions,
US executive orders targeting individuals, and the deployment of a regional protection force.
If external leverage were sufficient to produce implementation success, ARCSS should have
succeeded. Its failure therefore provides strong evidence for the argument that leverage alone

is insufficient and may be counterproductive when internal cohesion is lacking.

Two additional cases—the Lusaka Protocol (_(Person & Garven, 1994)) and Accra

Agreement (_(Jaye, 2003))—were selected for comparative analysis. These cases share key
features with ARCSS: protracted civil wars, regional mediation efforts, and significant
international leverage. However, they vary in implementation outcomes, allowing

examination of how differences in internal factional cohesion shaped the effects of external

leverage. Table 2 summarises the case selection logic.

Lusaka  Protocol 1994 High (UN sanctions) = Collapsed 1998-
(Angola) 1999

Accra Agreement 2003 High (ECOWAS + | Partial success
(Liberia) Taylor indictment)

ARCSS (South 2015 Very High (UN, US, Collapsed July 2016
Sudan) IGAD)

Table 2: Comparative Case Selection
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4. The ARCSS Negotiation and Collapse: A Process Tracing Analysis

4.1 The Road to Addis Ababa: IGAD Mediation 2014-2015

The IGAD-led mediation of the South Sudan conflict began in earnest in January 2014,
weeks after fighting erupted in Juba on December 15, 2013. The conflict, which began as a
political dispute within the SPLM leadership, quickly took on ethnic dimensions with
violence targeting civilians based on their Dinka or Nuer identity. By early 2014, the conflict
had spread to multiple states, displacing hundreds of thousands and creating a humanitarian

emergency ((Bhambra, 2014); (Masih et al., 2014)).

IGAD's mediation strategy combined direct negotiation between the warring parties—
represented by the Government of the Republic of South Sudan (GRSS) and the SPLM/A in
Opposition (SPLM-IO)—with escalating international pressure. The mediation team, led by
Seyoum Mesfin (Ethiopia), Lazarus Sumbeiywo (Kenya), and Mohamed Ahmed Mustafa El-
Dabi (Sudan), pursued a strategy of incremental agreement-building, hoping to build
confidence through humanitarian ceasefires before addressing the core political issues (

(Sakyi & Opoku, 2014)).

However, the incremental approach produced limited results. Multiple ceasefire agreements
signed between January and May 2014 collapsed within days or hours. Both parties used the
negotiation process to buy time for military operations, with the government pursuing a 'total
victory' strategy and the opposition seeking to consolidate territorial control. By mid-2014, it
was clear that neither party perceived a mutually hurting stalemate sufficient to motivate

genuine compromise ((Mugo et al., 2015)).

4.2 Escalating Leverage: The International Pressure Campaign

Faced with the failure of incremental mediation, IGAD and its international partners shifted
strategy in late 2014 toward coercive leverage. This shift was driven by several factors: the
deteriorating humanitarian situation, the realisation that neither party could achieve military

victory, and growing international concern about state collapse in South Sudan.

The pressure campaign operated on multiple fronts. In January 2015, the UN Security
Council adopted Resolution 2206, establishing a sanctions regime targeting individuals
responsible for undermining peace. The United States, through executive orders, threatened
asset freezes and travel bans on senior leaders of both parties. The Troika countries (US, UK,

Norway) made development assistance contingent on agreement implementation. IGAD itself
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threatened to deploy a regional protection force to enforce compliance (_(Gupta et al., 2015);

(Rosati, 2015)).

The pressure campaign intensified through 2015 as the deadline for the agreement
approached. In July 2015, the UN Security Council adopted Resolution 2241, authorising the
deployment of the IGAD Protection and Deterrent Force to Juba. The African Union Peace
and Security Council issued increasingly strong statements demanding agreement. Bilateral
donors made clear that continued support for South Sudan's government—and recognition of

any opposition government—depended on agreement signature (_(Author, 2015)).

January 2015 UNSC Resolution 2206 Sanctions regime established

April 2015 US Executive Order 13664 | Asset freezes, travel bans

July 2015 UNSC Resolution 2241 IGAD force authorised

August 2015 AU PSC Statement Deadline for agreement

September 2015 Troika Aid Conditionality Development assistance
linked

Table 3: Timeline of International Pressure on South Sudan Parties

4.3 The August 2015 Agreement: Pressure and Principal-Agent Problems

The ARCSS was signed on August 17, 2015, in Addis Ababa after marathon negotiations that
extended well past the original deadline. The agreement provided for: (_(Gerhart et al., 2003))

a Transitional Government of National Unity with power-sharing between the government

and opposition; (_(Bhambra, 2014)) security arrangements including cantonment and

integration of opposition forces; (_(Author, 2015)) transitional justice mechanisms including a

Hybrid Court for South Sudan; (_(Gerhart & Anstee, 1997)) constitutional reform and

elections within 30 months; and (_(Jackson, 2009)) extensive international monitoring and

verification (_(Author, 2015)).

The signing process revealed the principal-agent problems that would later undermine
implementation. President Salva Kiir signed the agreement with reservations, publicly stating
that the security arrangements in particular were unworkable. Riek Machar, leading the
SPLM-IO, signed the agreement but faced significant opposition from his own commanders,

particularly those in the field who had not been consulted during the negotiations (_(Mugo et
al., 2015); ICG, 2015).


https://link.springer.com/article/10.1057/ejdr.2015.30
https://academic.oup.com/jiplp/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/jiplp/jpv099
https://academic.oup.com/jiplp/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/jiplp/jpv099
https://www.inlibra.com/de/document/view/detail/uuid/42d50bc2-0dce-3d7f-9738-121e2c543eb7
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/20033486?origin=crossref
https://www.bloomsburycollections.com/monograph?docid=b-9781472544377
https://www.inlibra.com/de/document/view/detail/uuid/42d50bc2-0dce-3d7f-9738-121e2c543eb7
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/20048094?origin=crossref
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/10822/553338/1/jacksonMichaelThomas.pdf
https://cedarville.tind.io/record/54805
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/2158244015581190
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/2158244015581190

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

The principal-agent dynamics within the SPLM-IO were particularly acute. The opposition
movement had fragmented significantly since the conflict began, with multiple commanders
operating largely autonomously in different geographic areas. While Machar had
international recognition as the opposition leader, his authority over field commanders was
contested. Commanders including Peter Gadet, Simon Gatwech Dual, and others had built

independent power bases and were sceptical of Machar's leadership ((Kim et al., 2015)).

The external pressure that produced the agreement signature thus operated on leaders whose
authority over their own forces was incomplete. Machar signed under intense international
pressure, including threats of sanctions and loss of recognition, but he could not guarantee
that his commanders would implement the security arrangements he had accepted. Kiir

signed under similar pressure but made clear his reservations about the agreement's viability.

4.4 Implementation Collapse: July 2016

The ARCSS implementation process was troubled from the outset. The 30-day deadline for
forming the transitional government passed without agreement on key appointments. Security
arrangements stalled over cantonment locations and the size of opposition forces to be
integrated. Constitutional reform made little progress. By early 2016, it was clear that both

parties were implementing the agreement selectively if at all ( (Kaminska et al., 2016)).

The crisis came to a head in July 2016. On July 8, fighting erupted in Juba between
government forces and Machar's bodyguards outside the presidential compound where Kiir
and Machar were meeting. Over the following days, fighting spread across the capital, with
government forces attacking opposition positions including the Jebel Kujur and Gudele areas
where opposition forces were concentrated. Machar fled Juba, eventually reaching the
Democratic Republic of Congo, and the transitional government collapsed (_(Lim et al.,
2016); ICG, 2016).

The July 2016 violence demonstrated the principal-agent dynamics that had undermined the
agreement from the start. While the immediate trigger for the fighting remains disputed—
each side blames the other—the broader context was the failure to implement security
arrangements that Machar had agreed to but could not enforce on his own forces. Field
commanders who had never accepted the agreement's terms were positioned to act as
spoilers, and the slightest provocation produced a violent response that collapsed the entire

agreement.


https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/rcs.1710
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11240-016-1026-1
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673616314672
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673616314672

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

The aftermath of the July 2016 crisis illustrated the theoretical framework's predictions.
Rather than accepting responsibility for implementation failure, both leaderships blamed the
other and the international community. Machar was replaced as opposition leader by Taban
Deng Gai, who formed a government with Kiir but without the legitimacy to represent the
opposition's constituencies. The conflict expanded to Equatoria, producing new armed groups
and further fragmenting the opposition. The ARCSS was effectively dead, though its formal
provisions remained nominally in place until the 2018 revitalised agreement replaced it (

(Author, 2017)).

5. Comparative Analysis: Lusaka Protocol and Accra Agreement

5.1 The Lusaka Protocol: Manufactured Agreement and Renewed War

The Lusaka Protocol, signed in November 1994 to end Angola's civil war, shares striking
similarities with ARCSS. The agreement was brokered by the United Nations with extensive
international pressure, including sanctions threats and the withdrawal of recognition from
UNITA's parallel government. Jonas Savimbi, UNITA's leader, signed the agreement under
duress but with clear reservations, while his field commanders had not been fully consulted (

(Gerhart & Anstee, 1997); (Algaq & Hare, 2001)).

The principal-agent problems within UNITA were severe. Savimbi's authority over his
military commanders had eroded during the conflict, and many commanders were sceptical
of the agreement's terms. The power-sharing provisions that gave UNITA positions in
government did not satisfy commanders who had built power bases in territory they
controlled. When implementation stalled and UNITA's military position deteriorated,
commanders had both motive and opportunity to act as spoilers (_(Newitt & Guimaraes,

2000); (Robinson, 2003)).

The Lusaka Protocol collapsed into full-scale war in 1998-1999, producing one of the most
intense phases of Angola's civil war. The renewed conflict only ended with Savimbi's death
in 2002 and UNITA's military defeat. The case strongly supports the theoretical argument:
high external leverage combined with low internal cohesion produced a manufactured

agreement that could not survive implementation challenges.

5.2 The Accra Agreement: Leverage with Cohesion

The Accra Comprehensive Peace Agreement, signed in August 2003 to end Liberia's second

civil war, presents a contrasting case. Like ARCSS and Lusaka, the Accra Agreement was
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brokered with significant international leverage, including the deployment of ECOWAS
forces, threatened sanctions, and the presence of Charles Taylor's indictment by the Special
Court for Sierra Leone. However, the internal cohesion of the armed factions differed

significantly from the South Sudan and Angola cases (_(Gerhart et al., 2003); (MacFarlane et
al., 2004)).

Liberia's armed movements in 2003 were more fragmented than cohesive, but the key

difference was the absence of a single dominant faction leader who could sign on behalf of
forces he did not control. The three main armed groups—LURD, MODEL, and the
government—each had relatively clear command structures, and the negotiations included
direct representation from faction commanders rather than relying on leaders with contested
authority. The power-sharing arrangements that emerged reflected this more distributed

factional structure ( (Gerhart et al., 2003)).

The Accra Agreement's implementation, while far from perfect, avoided the catastrophic
collapse that characterised Lusaka and ARCSS. Liberia's transitional government held
together through the 2003-2005 period, elections were held in 2005, and Ellen Johnson
Sirleaf assumed the presidency in 2006. The agreement's relative success can be attributed to
the better alignment between external pressure and internal factional structures—Ieverage

was applied to actors who had the authority to implement the commitments they made.

Faction Structure UNITA: Centralised Multiple  factions, SPLM-IO:

but eroding clear command Fragmented
Leader Authority Savimbi contested Taylor marginalised = Machar contested
Commander Limited Direct representation =~ Limited
Inclusion
Outcome Collapsed 1998 Partial success Collapsed 2016

Table 4: Comparative Analysis of Factional Structures and Outcomes

5.3 Comparative Implications

The comparison across the three cases supports the theoretical framework's predictions about
the interaction between leverage and cohesion. ARCSS and Lusaka represent the
'manufactured agreement' scenario: high leverage combined with low cohesion produced

agreements that leadership signed but could not implement. Accra represents a more
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favourable alignment: leverage was applied to actors with sufficient internal authority to

implement their commitments.

The comparison also reveals the limitations of leverage as a mediation tool. In all three cases,
external pressure was necessary to produce agreement—none of the parties perceived a
mutually hurting stalemate sufficient to motivate compromise without pressure. However,
pressure alone was insufficient for successful implementation; it had to be aligned with

internal factional structures to be effective.
6. Theoretical Framework: Mechanisms of Implementation Failure

6.1 The Leverage-Spoiler Mechanism

The analysis reveals a specific mechanism through which external leverage can produce

spoiler incentives: the leverage-spoiler mechanism. This mechanism operates in four stages:

First, external mediators apply coercive pressure on faction leaders to sign agreements,
including threats of sanctions, withdrawal of recognition, and diplomatic isolation. This
pressure creates strong incentives for leaders to sign even when they doubt the agreement's

viability or when their internal constituencies oppose it.

Second, leaders who sign under pressure face internal opposition from commanders and
constituencies who were not fully consulted or who reject the agreement's terms. This
opposition may be based on genuine grievances, security dilemmas, or the perception that the

leader has betrayed group interests under external pressure.

Third, commanders who oppose the agreement have both motive and opportunity to act as
spoilers. The motive derives from their opposition to the agreement's terms and their
perception that implementation threatens their interests. The opportunity derives from their
autonomous control of forces and their ability to claim to act in defence of group interests

against a leader who 'sold out' to external pressure.

Fourth, spoiler actions—violence, non-compliance, or the expansion of demands—undermine
implementation, creating a cycle of recrimination and renewed conflict that collapses the
agreement. The original leaders, who signed under pressure, are either displaced by more
radical alternatives or forced to abandon the agreement to maintain their own credibility with

their constituencies.
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6.2 Conditions for Mechanism Activation

The leverage-spoiler mechanism does not operate in all cases of mediated agreements. Its
activation depends on specific conditions that mediators can potentially assess before

applying pressure. Table 5 identifies the key conditions and their indicators.

Fragmented movement Multiple commanders with Mapping of armed group
autonomous forces structure

Contested leadership Leadership challenges, = Internal politics analysis
defections

Geographic dispersion Forces operating in Territorial control mapping

separated territories

External  pressure on Sanctions threats, =Diplomatic track monitoring
leaders recognition withdrawal

Limited commander Negotiation process Negotiation format analysis
consultation excludes field commanders

Table 5: Conditions for Leverage-Spoiler Mechanism Activation

6.3 Implications for Ripeness Theory

The analysis suggests a refinement of ripeness theory's application to protracted civil wars.
Zartman's original formulation emphasised the mutually hurting stalemate as the primary
condition for successful negotiation. The framework developed here suggests that for
conflicts involving fragmented armed movements, internal cohesion is an equally important

condition.

A mutually hurting stalemate that affects only faction leaders, without extending to their
commanders and constituencies, is insufficient for successful negotiation. Leaders may sign
agreements under external pressure, but without internal cohesion, they cannot deliver
implementation. The 'hurting' must be widely shared within factions for agreements to be

viable.

This refinement has important implications for mediator strategy. Rather than focusing solely
on creating or exploiting mutually hurting stalemates at the leadership level, mediators should
assess and potentially address internal cohesion within factions. Strategies for building
internal cohesion—such as inclusive negotiation processes that engage commanders directly,

confidence-building measures that demonstrate agreement benefits to constituencies, and

1
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sequencing that allows internal consolidation before implementation—may be as important as

leverage in producing successful outcomes.
7. Implications for Mediation Practice and Policy

7.1 Rethinking Leverage-Based Mediation

The findings suggest that the current fashion for leverage-based mediation in protracted
conflicts requires significant rethinking. International actors have increasingly turned to
coercive pressure—sanctions, threats of ICC referral, conditional aid, and military
deployment—to force agreement in conflicts that resist resolution through negotiation alone.
While leverage can produce signatures on agreements, the analysis demonstrates that it can

also create conditions for implementation failure.

Mediators should recognise that leverage is not a substitute for ripeness but a complement
that must be carefully calibrated to internal conditions. When internal cohesion is low,
leverage should be applied cautiously and in ways that do not create principal-agent
problems. This may mean slower negotiation processes that allow internal consolidation,
more inclusive negotiation formats that engage commanders directly, and sequencing that

builds confidence before attempting comprehensive agreements.

7.2 Strategies for Addressing Principal-Agent Problems

The framework suggests several strategies that mediators can employ to address principal-

agent problems in fragmented armed movements:

Inclusive negotiation processes: Rather than negotiating exclusively with faction leaders,
mediators should engage commanders and other influential actors directly. This may
complicate negotiations by expanding the number of parties, but it reduces the principal-

agent gap between leaders and implementers.

Confidence-building measures: Sequenced implementation of confidence-building
measures—such as humanitarian access, prisoner releases, and local ceasefires—can
demonstrate agreement benefits to sceptical constituencies before comprehensive political

agreements are attempted.

Internal consolidation periods: Mediators should recognise that faction leaders may need time
to consolidate internal support for agreements. Pressure for rapid signature may produce

agreements that cannot be implemented.



African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

Spoiler management planning: Mediators should anticipate spoiler emergence and develop
strategies for managing it, including contingency planning for commanders who reject
agreements and mechanisms for addressing legitimate grievances that drive spoiler

behaviour.

7.3 Policy Recommendations for International Actors

For international actors engaged in mediation support, the analysis yields several policy

recommendations:

First, sanctions and coercive measures should be targeted carefully to avoid creating
principal-agent problems. Sanctions that target only leaders may increase the gap between
leaders and commanders, while broader sanctions that affect entire factions may create shared

incentives for agreement.

Second, international actors should invest in understanding internal factional dynamics before
applying pressure. Intelligence and analysis capabilities focused on armed group internal

structures can help mediators calibrate leverage appropriately.

Third, the international community should recognise the limits of what external pressure can
achieve. In conflicts where internal cohesion is lacking, sustainable agreements may require
longer timeframes and more patient engagement than international political cycles typically

allow.

Fourth, mediators should be honest about the risks of manufactured agreements. Signing
ceremonies that produce no implementation may be worse than continued negotiation, as they

create false expectations and may discredit future mediation efforts.

8. Conclusion

This article has developed a theoretical framework for understanding why mediated
agreements in protracted civil wars frequently fail during implementation. Drawing on the
ARCSS case and comparative analysis with the Lusaka Protocol and Accra Agreement, the
study has demonstrated that external leverage interacts with internal principal-agent dynamics

to shape implementation outcomes.

The central finding is that high external leverage combined with low internal cohesion—the
'manufactured agreement' scenario—creates conditions for implementation failure. When
faction leaders sign agreements under pressure that their commanders do not support, they

create opportunities for spoiler behaviour that can collapse agreements from within. The

1
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leverage-spoiler mechanism identified in this analysis explains why agreements signed under
maximum external pressure are paradoxically more vulnerable to implementation failure than

agreements reached through more organic bargaining processes.

The analysis has important implications for both theory and practice. For theory, it suggests a
refinement of ripeness theory that incorporates internal cohesion as a condition for successful
negotiation alongside the mutually hurting stalemate. For practice, it recommends caution in
the use of leverage-based mediation and suggests strategies for addressing principal-agent

problems in fragmented armed movements.

The ARCSS collapse was not simply a failure of implementation capacity or political will. It
was a predictable consequence of a mediation strategy that applied maximum external
pressure to faction leaders who lacked the internal authority to deliver on their commitments.
Understanding this dynamic is essential for improving international responses to protracted
civil wars—not only in South Sudan but in the many other conflicts where fragmented armed

movements resist resolution through leverage-based mediation.

Future research should examine additional cases to test the framework's generalisability,
investigate strategies for building internal cohesion within armed movements, and explore
how digital communication technologies are changing principal-agent dynamics in
contemporary conflicts. The theoretical framework developed here provides a foundation for
this research while offering practical guidance for mediators engaged in the difficult work of

ending protracted civil wars.

References

Gerhart, Gail M.; Adebajo, Adekeye; Adebajo, Adekeye (2003). Liberia's Civil War: Nigeria,
ECOMOG, and Regional Security in West Africa. Foreign Affairs, 82(1), 179.
https://doi.org/10.2307/20033486 [Link]

Gurminder K. Bhambra (2014). Connected Sociologies. Bloomsbury Publishing Plc eBooks.
https://doi.org/10.5040/9781472544377 [Link]

Unknown Author (2015). Communiqué of the Peace and Security Council of the African Union (AU),
at its 449th meeting on the situation in Mali. Frankreich, Deutschland und die EU in Mali,
229-234. https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845259604_229 [Link]

Gerhart, Gail M.; Anstee, Margaret Joan (1997). Orphan of the Cold War: The inside Story of the
Angolan Peace Process, 1992-3. Foreign Affairs, 76(3), 148.
https.//doi.org/10.2307/20048094 [Link]

Michael T. Jackson (2009). Hezbollah : organizational development, ideological evolution, and a
relevant threat model. International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative
Criminology, 62(8), 2292-2311. https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624x17700855 [Link]



https://doi.org/10.2307/20033486
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/20033486?origin=crossref
https://doi.org/10.5040/9781472544377
https://www.bloomsburycollections.com/monograph?docid=b-9781472544377
https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845259604_229
https://www.inlibra.com/de/document/view/detail/uuid/42d50bc2-0dce-3d7f-9738-121e2c543eb7
https://doi.org/10.2307/20048094
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/20048094?origin=crossref
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624x17700855
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/10822/553338/1/jacksonMichaelThomas.pdf

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

Bapat, Navin A.; Bond, Kanisha D. (2012). Alliances between Militant Groups. British Journal of
Political Science, 42(4), 793-824. https.//doi.org/10.1017/s0007123412000075 [Link]

Gerasimos Tsourapas (2019). The Syrian Refugee Crisis and Foreign Policy Decision-Making in
Jordan, Lebanon, and Turkey. Journal of Global Security Studies, 4(4), 464-481.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jogss/ogz016 [Link]

Sher, Gilead; Shulman, Deborah (2019). SPOILING INTERNATIONAL PEACE NEGOTIATIONS
FROM WITHIN THE ROOM. Spoiling and Coping with Spoilers, 9-29.
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvj7wnz6.5 [Link]

Cunningham, David E. (2006). Veto Players and Civil War Duration. American Journal of Political
Science, 50(4), 875-892. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1540-5907.2006.00221.x [Link]

Jutta Bakonyi; Berit Bliesemann de Guevara (2009). The Mosaic of Violence — An Introduction. Civil
Wars, 11(4), 397-413. https://doi.org/10.1080/13698240903411298 [Link]

Robert E. Hall; Christopher A. Sims, Robert M. Solow,; Robert Gordon (1975). The Rigidity of Wages
and the Persistence of Unemployment. Brookings Papers on Economic Activity, 1975(2), 301-
301. https://doi.org/10.2307/2534105 [Link]

Sheri Berman (2007). Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences. Perspectives on
Politics, 5(1), 187-188. https://doi.org/10.1017/s1537592707070491 [Link]

Greig, J. Michael (2005). Stepping Into the Fray: When Do Mediators Mediate?. American Journal of
Political Science, 49(2), 249-266. https.://doi.org/10.1111/1.0092-5853.2005.00121.x [Link]

Newitt, Malyn; Guimaraes, Fernando Andresen (2000). The Origins of the Angolan Civil War:
Foreign Intervention and Domestic Political Conflict. The International Journal of African
Historical Studies, 33(1), 167. https://doi.org/10.2307/220285 [Link]

Algaq, Richard; Hare, Paul (2001). Angola's Last Best Chance for Peace: An Insider's Account of the
Peace Process. Africa: Journal of the International Afiican Institute, 71(2), 321.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1161529 [Link]

Bengt Holmstrom (1979). Moral Hazard and Observability. RePEc: Research Papers in
Economics.Daniel Sakyi; Eric Evans Osei Opoku (2014). Regionalism and Economic
Integration in Africa: A Conceptual and Theoretical Perspective. OpenDocs (Institute of
Development Studies). http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/handle/123456789/5380 [Link]

S. Neil MacFarlane, Carolin Thielking, Thomas G. Weiss (2004). The responsibility to protect: is
anyone interested in humanitarian intervention?. Third World Quarterly, 25(5), 977-992.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0143659042000232063 [Link]

Ilyas Masih; Shreedhar Maskey, F. E. F. Mussd, Patricia Trambauer (2014). A review of droughts on
the African continent: a geospatial and long-term perspective. Hydrology and earth system
sciences, 18(9), 3635-3649. https.//doi.org/10.5194/hess-18-3635-2014 [Link]

Hussein Solomon (2015). AFRICAN SOLUTIONS TO AFRICA’S PROBLEMS? AFRICAN
APPROACHES TO PEACE, SECURITY AND STABILITY. Scientia Militaria South African
Journal of Military Studies, 43(1). https://doi.org/10.5787/43-1-1109 [Link]

Alex de Waal; Rachel Ibreck; Naomi Pendle; Hannah Logan; Alice Miranda Robinson (2017). South
Sudan synthesis paper.: October 2017.

London School of Economics and Political Science Research Online (London School of Economics
and Political Science).Jensen, Michael C.; Meckling, William H. (1976).


https://doi.org/10.1017/s0007123412000075
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/british-journal-of-political-science/article/abs/alliances-between-militant-groups/0784D9B50EC7D8D076605A5A6C06CCC9
https://doi.org/10.1093/jogss/ogz016
https://academic.oup.com/jogss/article/4/4/464/5487959
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvj7wnz6.5
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/j.ctvj7wnz6.5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5907.2006.00221.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1540-5907.2006.00221.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/13698240903411298
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/13698240903411298
https://doi.org/10.2307/2534105
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2534105?origin=crossref
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1537592707070491
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/abs/case-studies-and-theory-development-in-the-social-sciences/8CA6E1BDD7C587626D152C7E7F392813
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0092-5853.2005.00121.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.0092-5853.2005.00121.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/220285
https://www.jstor.org/stable/220285?origin=crossref
https://doi.org/10.2307/1161529
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/africa/article/abs/paul-hare-angolas-last-best-chance-for-peace-an-insiders-account-of-the-peace-process-washington-dc-us-institute-of-peace-press-1998-165-pp-us1495-isbn-1-878379-80-1/A04870A68CD55B9271C0BE66CE6C4860
http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/handle/123456789/5380
http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/handle/123456789/5380
https://doi.org/10.1080/0143659042000232063
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/0143659042000232063
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-18-3635-2014
https://hess.copernicus.org/articles/18/3635/2014/
https://doi.org/10.5787/43-1-1109
https://scientiamilitaria.journals.ac.za/pub/article/view/1109

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

Theory of the firm: Managerial behavior, agency costs and ownership structure. Journal of Financial
Economics, 3(4), 305-360. https.//doi.org/10.1016/0304-405x(76)90026-x [Link]

Unknown Author (2016). Report and Use Implementation Data. Implementation Monitoring and
Process Evaluation, 261-298. https://doi.org/10.4135/9781071878736.n17 [Link]

Unknown Author (2006). Challenges to Peacebuilding. https://doi.org/10.18356/9789211066593
[Link]

Robinson, Eric (2003). Historical Notes: Bowerbank: a forgotten geologist. Geology Today, 19(6),
219-222. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2451.2004.00436.x [Link]

Maarten J. J. Wubben (2005). Social Functions of Emotions in Social Dilemmas. Data Archiving and
Networked Services (DANS). https://repub.eur.nl/pub/18228 [Link]

Elizabeth M. Cousens (1997). Making Peace in Bosnia Work. Cornell international law journal,
30(3), 789-818. https://scholarship.law.cornell.edu/cili/vol30/iss3/10/ [Link]

Nicholas Sambanis (2002). A Review of Recent Advances and Future Directions in the Quantitative
Literature on Civil War. Defence and Peace Economics, 13(3), 215-243.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242690210976 [Link]

Joyeeta Gupta, Nicky Pouw; Mirjam Ros-Tonen (2015). Towards an Elaborated Theory of Inclusive
Development. European Journal of Development Research, 27(4), 541-559.
https://doi.org/10.1057/ejdr.2015.30 [Link]

Stephen S Lim; Kate E. Allen; Zulfigar A Bhutta, Lalit Dandona;, Mohammad H. Forouzanfar; Nancy
Fullman; Peter W.

Gething; Ellen M Goldberg, Simon I Hay, Mollie Holmberg; Yohannes Kinfu, Michael Kutz; Heidi
J. Larson; Xiaofeng Liang; Alan D Lopez; Rafael Lozano; Claire R.

McNellan; Ali H. Mokdad; Meghan Mooney; Mohsen Naghavi; Helen Elizabeth Olsen; David M.
Pigott; Joshua A.

Salomon; Theo Vos,; Haidong Wang, Amanuel Alemu Abajobir, Kalkidan Hassen Abate; Cristiana
Abbafati; Kaja Abbas; Foad Abd-Allah; Abdishakur Abdulle; Biju Abraham; Ibrahim
Abubakar;

J. Abu-Raddad; Niveen M. E. Abu-Rmeileh; Gebre Yitayih Abyu; Tom Achoki; Akindele O. Adebiyi;
Isaac Akinkunmi Adedeji; Kossivi Agbélénko Afanvi; Ashkan Afshin; Arnav Agarwal; Anurag
Agrawal; Ali Kiadaliri; Hamid Ahmadieh,

Kedir Y. Ahmed; A. S. Akanda,; Rufus Akinyemi; Tomi Akinyemiju; Nadia Akseer; Ziyad Al-Aly;
Khurshid Alam; Uzma Alam; Deena Alasfoor;

Fadia AlBuhairan; Saleh Fahed Aldhahri; Robert W Aldridge; Zewdie Aderaw Alemu; Raghib Ali;
Ala’a Alkerwi;

Mohammad AB Alkhateeb; Francois Alla; Peter Allebeck; Christine A. Allen; Rajaa Al-Raddadi,
Ubai Alsharif; Khalid A Altirkawi; Elena Alvarez Martin, Nelson Alvis-Guzmdn, Azmeraw T.
Amare; Alemayehu Amberbir, A. Kofi Amegah;

Heresh Amini; Walid Ammar, Stephen M. Amrock; Hjalte Holm Andersen,; Benjamin O. Anderson;
Gregory M. Anderson; Carl Abelardo T. Antonio;


https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405x(76)90026-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-405x(76)90026-x
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781071878736.n17
https://methods.sagepub.com/book/mono/implementation-monitoring-and-process-evaluation/chpt/step-12-report-use-implementation-data
https://doi.org/10.18356/9789211066593
https://www.un-ilibrary.org/content/books/9789211066593
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2451.2004.00436.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1365-2451.2004.00436.x
https://repub.eur.nl/pub/18228
https://repub.eur.nl/pub/18228
https://scholarship.law.cornell.edu/cilj/vol30/iss3/10/
https://scholarship.law.cornell.edu/cilj/vol30/iss3/10/
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242690210976
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10242690210976
https://doi.org/10.1057/ejdr.2015.30
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1057/ejdr.2015.30

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

Palwasha Anwari; Johan Arnlov; Al Artaman,; Hamid Asayesh; Rana Jawad Asghar; Suleman
Atique; Euripide Avokpaho; Ashish Awasthi; Beatriz Paulina Ayala Quintanilla; Peter
Azzopardi; Umar Bacha; Alaa Badawi,; Kalpana Balakrishnan,

Amitava Banerjee; Aleksandra Barac; Ryan M Barber,; Suzanne Barker-Collo; Till Bdrnighausen,
Lope H. Barrero; Tonatiuh Barrientos-Gutiérrez; Sanjay Basu (2016).

Measuring the health-related Sustainable Development Goals in 188 countries.: a baseline analysis
from the Global Burden of Disease Study 2015. The Lancet, 388(10053), 1813-1850.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(16)31467-2 [Link]

Rosati, Eleonora (2015). High Court issues blocking order against Popcorn Time. Journal of
Intellectual Property Law & Practice, 10(8), 585-586. https://doi.org/10.1093/jiplp/ipv099
[Link]Stathis N.

Kalyvas (2007). Book Review: Weinstein, J. M. (2007). Inside Rebellion: The Politics of Insurgent
Violence. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Comparative Political Studies, 40(9), 1146-1151. https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414007303093
[Link]/Ngatho Samuel Mugo,; Anthony B. Zwi; Jessica R. Botfield; Caitlyn Steiner (2015).
Maternal and Child Health in South Sudan. SAGE Open, 5(2).
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015581190 [Link] Unknown Author (2017).

South Sudan ceasefire breach shows peace process flaws. Emerald Expert Briefings.
https://doi.org/10.1108/oxan-es227714 [Link]Callaghy, Thomas M.; Zartman, 1. William
(1985). Ripe for Resolution: Conflict and Intervention in Africa.

Foreign Affairs, 64(2), 383. https://doi.org/10.2307/20042661 [Link]I.

William Zartman (2002). Cowardly Lions: Missed Opportunities for Dispute Settlement. The
Knowledge Bank (The Ohio State University). https://kb.osu.edu/items/f000af45-b5ec-56f3-
Sacf-48227bd7a976 [Link]Frans J. Th. Wackers (1994).

The maze of myocardial perfusion imaging protocols in 1994. Journal of Nuclear Cardiology, 1(2),
180-188. https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02984090 [Link]

Jean-Frédéric Morin (2003). DANIEL GERVAIS, THE TRIPS AGREEMENT: DRAFTING HISTORY
AND ANALYSIS, LONDON, SWEET & MAXWELL, 2003.

Revue québécoise de droit international, 16(2), 375-375. https://doi.org/10.7202/1069435ar [Link]

Mark Person; Grant Garven (1994). A sensitivity study of the driving forces on fluid flow during
continental-rift basin evolution. Geological Society of America Bulletin, 106(4), 461-475.
https://doi.org/10.1130/0016-7606(1994)106<0461:assotd>2.3.co,2 [Link]

William Reno (1995). Reinvention of an Afirican patrimonial state: Charles Taylor's Liberia. Third
World Quarterly, 16(1), 109-120. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436599550036266 [Link]

Thomas Jaye (2003). Liberia: An Analysis of PostTaylor Politics. Review of African Political
Economy, 30(98). https://doi.org/10.1080/08 [Link]Boustany, Mazen (2019). United Arab
Emirates. International Guide to Money Laundering Law and Practice.
https.//doi.org/10.5040/9781526502339.chapter-040 [Link]

Unknown Author (2015). 2015 Miracle Yearbook. https://doi.org/10.15385/vb.miracle.2015 [Link]

Jin Cheon Kim; Jin Cheon Kim; Jong L. Lee; Yong Sik Yoon; Abdulrahman Alotaibi; Jihun Kim;
Jihun Kim (2015).


https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(16)31467-2
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140673616314672
https://doi.org/10.1093/jiplp/jpv099
https://academic.oup.com/jiplp/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/jiplp/jpv099
https://doi.org/10.1177/0010414007303093
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0010414007303093
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015581190
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/2158244015581190
https://doi.org/10.1108/oxan-es227714
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/OXAN-ES227714/full/html
https://doi.org/10.2307/20042661
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.2307/20042661?origin=crossref
https://kb.osu.edu/items/f000af45-b5ec-56f3-8acf-48227bd7a976
https://kb.osu.edu/items/f000af45-b5ec-56f3-8acf-48227bd7a976
https://kb.osu.edu/items/f000af45-b5ec-56f3-8acf-48227bd7a976
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02984090
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1071358124002630
https://doi.org/10.7202/1069435ar
https://www.erudit.org/fr/revues/rqdi/2003-v16-n2-rqdi05291/1069435ar/
https://doi.org/10.1130/0016-7606(1994)106%3c0461:assotd%3e2.3.co;2
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/gsabulletin/article/106/4/461-475/182908
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436599550036266
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01436599550036266
https://doi.org/10.1080/08
https://www.scienceopen.com/hosted-document?doi=10.1080/08
https://doi.org/10.5040/9781526502339.chapter-040
https://www.bloomsburycollections.com/monograph-detail?docid=b-9781526502339&tocid=b-9781526502339-chapter40
https://doi.org/10.15385/yb.miracle.2015
https://cedarville.tind.io/record/54805

African Journal on Conflict Resolution VOL 3, ISSUE 1

Utility of indocyanine-green fluorescent imaging during robot-assisted sphincter-saving surgery on
rectal cancer patients.

International Journal of Medical Robotics and Computer Assisted Surgery, 12(4), 710-717.
https://doi.org/10.1002/rcs. 1710 [Link]

M. Kaminska; Edyta Skrzypek; Emilia Wilmowicz; Andrzej Tretyn; Alina Trejgell (2016). Effect of
light conditions and ABA on cold storage and post-storage propagation of Taraxacum
pieninicum. Plant Cell Tissue and Organ Culture (PCTOC), 127(1), 25-34.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-016-1026-1 [Link/Sara Berry (1995). Henrietta L.

Moore and Megan Vaughan. Cutting Down Trees: Gender, Nutrition, and Agricultural Change in the
Northern Province of Zambia 1890—1990.

(Social History of Africa.) Portsmouth, N.H.Heinemann or James Currey, London, or University of
Zambia Press, Lusaka. 1994. Pp. xxvi, 278. Cloth $45.00, paper $22.95.

The American Historical Review, 100(2), 563-564. https.//doi.org/10.1086/ahr/100.2.563-a [Link]

Andrew A. Adjei; William Kudzi; Henry B Armah; Theophilu Adiku, Albert Amoah; Justina Ansah
(2003).

Prevalence of Antibodies to Syphilis among Blood Donors in Accra, Ghana. Japanese Journal of
Infectious Diseases, 56(4), 165-167. https://doi.org/10.7883/voken.jjid.2003.165 [Link]



https://doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1710
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/rcs.1710
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-016-1026-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11240-016-1026-1
https://doi.org/10.1086/ahr/100.2.563-a
https://academic.oup.com/ahr/article/100/2/563/19310
https://doi.org/10.7883/yoken.jjid.2003.165
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/yoken/56/4/56_JJID.2003.165/_article

