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Supplemental Appendix for  
 

Insurgency, Border Contiguity, and Social Conflict in Neighbor Countries 
 
 
 
A. Overview 
 
This appendix includes supplemental information and robustness analyses for testing the results 
reported in the main paper. The first section reports summary information related to the SC model 
(Figure 1), as well as a robustness SC model that adds environmental features (average rainfall 
and temperature levels), including summary information for this model (Figure A1). The second 
section reports summary statistics for the SC and panel data models. The next (third section then 
reports the 13 sensitivity analyses designed to ensure the robustness of the panel data models. For 
the extended control models, the mean NDVI variable was from MODIStsp package (Busetto and 
Ranghetti 2016), the drought data from the Standardised Precipitation Evapotranspiration Index 
measure included in CRU TS (Harris et al. 2020), the portion cropland variable based on the Spatial 
Production Allocation Model (Yu et al. 2020), the state conflicts variables from the Armed 
Conflict Location and Event Dataset (ACLED, Raleigh et al. 2010), and all variables were 
aggregated into and included in AfroGrid (Schon and Koren 2022).  
 
The fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh sections reports important background, context, and case 
selection information that, due to space constraints, we were unable to discuss in detail in the main 
study. Here, in the fourth section we provide a long discussion of the history of the conflict and of 
migration and border porousness in the two regions. The fifth section discusses in more detail the 
validity of Ghana’s case as a generalizable one, to supplement the scope condition discussion 
conducted in the main paper. The sixth section provides additional information on the onset of the 
rebellion. Finally, the seventh section provides more detail on the selection of the respondents 
interviewed as part of the fieldwork and ethical issues.  
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B. Synthetic Control Diagnostics and Robustness 
 
 
Table A1: Province Contribution to the Synthetic Northern Province, Figure 1 
 

 
 
 
 
Table A2: Covariate Balance Across Treated and Synthetic Northern Province, Figure 1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 3: Synthetic Control Contribution

Provinces Weights

Brong-Ahafo 55.2%

Volta 44.8%

Ashanti 0%

Central 0%

Eastern 0%

Volta 0%

Western 0%

Table 4: Synthetic Control Contribution

Variable Treated Synthetic Sample Mean

Population 96,557.820 243,452.424 582,703.325

Distance to nearest border 80.570 63.468 68.811

Total NTL emissions 2,891.015 3,310.403 7,967.023
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Figure A1. Trends in militias violence, 2000 – 2020: Northern Province vs. Synthetic Northern 
Province, with additional matching parameters (temperature and rainfall average and state civil 
war conflict).   
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Table A3: Province Contribution to the Synthetic Northern Province, Figure A1 
 

 
 
 
Table A4: Covariate Balance Across Treated and Synthetic Northern Province, Figure A1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 3: Synthetic Control Contribution

Provinces Weights

Brong-Ahafo 55.2%

Volta 44.8%

Ashanti 0%

Central 0%

Eastern 0%

Volta 0%

Western 0%

Table 4: Synthetic Control Contribution

Variable Treated Synthetic Sample Mean

Population 96,557.820 243,452.424 582,703.325

Distance to nearest border 80.570 63.468 68.811

Total NTL emissions 2,891.015 3,310.403 7,967.023

Table 5: Synthetic Control Contribution

Provinces Weights

Volta 54.6%

Brong-Ahafo 23%

Eastern 15.6%

Western 6.7%

Ashanti 0%

Central 0%

Volta 0%

4

Table 6: Synthetic Control Contribution

Variable Treated Synthetic Sample Mean

Population 96,557.820 315,035.887 582,703.325

Distance to nearest border 80.570 57.694 68.811

Total NTL emissions 2,891.015 4,485.883 7,967.023

Mean precipitation 93.361 103.6 103.664

Mean temperature 28.274 27.514 27.302

State civil war 0.077 0.029 0.051

5
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C. Summary Statistics  
 
 
Table A5: Summary Statistics – Synthetic Control Models 
 

 
 
 
Table A6: Summary Statistics – Panel Data Models 
 

 

Table 1: Summary Statistics – Synthetic Control Models

Min. Median Mean Max. STD

Social Conflict 0 0 1.476 16 2.685

Population 74,086 317,041 539,591 2,474,198 528,105.78

Distance to nearest border 0.004 80.570 70.491 157.867 45.567

NTL 225.539 5,675 9,560.26 46,245.5 9,977.16

Mean precipitation 78.564 101.581 102.110 137.171 11.925

Mean temperature 26.621 27.420 27.487 28.683 0.485

State conflicts 0 0 0.109 2 0.334

Table 2: Summary Statistics – Panel Data Models

Min. Median Mean Max. STD

Social Conflict 0 0 0.004 3 0.079

Proximity to border 0.007 0.014 0.033 0.277 0.053

Population1
9.8165671 11.2817811 11.2965299 13.1258154 0.6959544

NTL1
0 5.389 5.405 10.468 3.453

Mean precipitation1
0 4.488 3.621 5.818 1.786

Mean temperature 24.3 27.9 28.362 33.7 1.839

State conflicts 0 0 0.0003 1 0.017

Mean NDVI 0.186 0.516 0.496 0.775 0.166

Drought (SPEI) -4.718 -0.171 -0.192 2.695 1.0004

Portion cropland 0 0 0.151 0.790 0.204
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Table 2: Summary Statistics – Panel Data Models

Min. Median Mean Max. STD

Social Conflict 0 0 0.004 3 0.079

Proximity to border 0.007 0.014 0.033 0.277 0.053

Population1
9.817 1.282 11.297 13.126 0.696

NTL1
0 5.389 5.405 10.468 3.453

Mean precipitation1
0 4.488 3.621 5.818 1.786

Mean temperature 24.3 27.9 28.362 33.7 1.839

State conflicts 0 0 0.0003 1 0.017

Mean NDVI 0.186 0.516 0.496 0.775 0.166

Drought (SPEI) -4.718 -0.171 -0.192 2.695 1.0004

Portion cropland 0 0 0.151 0.790 0.204
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D. Panel Data Sensitivity Analyses  
 
Table A7: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – 
Robustness Models I 
 

 

Table 4: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – Ro-

bustness Models

Env. Conf. Env.+Conf. QSC GMM

Proximity to border 0.005 0.006 0.004 0.006 0.016

(0.019) (0.018) (0.019) (0.018) (0.020)

Post AQ BF conflict �0.006 �0.003 �0.006 �0.004 �0.003

(0.005) (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.003)

Proximity to border ⇥ Post AQ BF conflict 0.075
⇤⇤

0.076
⇤⇤

0.075
⇤⇤

0.077
⇤⇤

0.075
⇤⇤

(0.038) (0.037) (0.038) (0.037) (0.035)

DVt�1 �0.007
⇤⇤ �0.006

⇤⇤⇤ �0.007
⇤⇤ �0.006

⇤⇤ �0.004
⇤⇤⇤

(0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.003) (0.001)

NTL 1 �0.0002 �0.0001 �0.0002 �0.00004 0.0004

(0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0004)

Population1
0.005

⇤
0.006

⇤⇤⇤
0.005

⇤
0.006

⇤⇤⇤
0.002

⇤⇤⇤

(0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.001)

Mean temperature 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 �0.001
⇤⇤⇤

(0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.0002)

Mean precipitation1 �0.001 0.001 �0.001 0.001 0.0003

(0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.0003)

Time trend 0.0001 0.00001 0.0001 0.00001

(0.00004) (0.00002) (0.00004) (0.00002)

Mean NDVI 0.007 0.007

(0.018) (0.018)

Drought (SPEI) 0.002 0.002

(0.002) (0.002)

Portion cropland 0.005 0.005

(0.014) (0.014)

State conflicts �0.015
⇤⇤ �0.017

⇤⇤

(0.006) (0.008)

Constant �0.088
⇤

(0.048)

Observations 6,143 7,296 6,143 7,296 7,296

R
2

0.007 0.005 0.007 0.005

Adjusted R
2

0.003 0.002 0.003 0.002

Sargan 29.98

AR(1) -2.152
⇤⇤

AR(2) -1.495

Standard errors in parentheses; fixed effects by month and province where included in each regression, although none

is reported here.

In all models excluding the GMM model, standard errors were clustered by grid cell. In the GMM model, DV lags of

t �2 to t �5 were used as internal instruments.

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

1
Natural log
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Table A8: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – 
Robustness Models II 
 

 
 

Table 2: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – Ro-

bustness Models

Env. Conf. Env.+Conf. QSC GMM

Proximity to border 0.005 0.006 0.004 0.006 0.016

(0.019) (0.018) (0.019) (0.018) (0.020)

Post AQ BF conflict �0.006 �0.003 �0.006 �0.004 �0.003

(0.005) (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.003)

Proximity to border ⇥ Post AQ BF conflict 0.075
⇤⇤

0.076
⇤⇤

0.075
⇤⇤

0.077
⇤⇤

0.075
⇤⇤

(0.038) (0.037) (0.038) (0.037) (0.035)

DVt�1 �0.007
⇤⇤ �0.006

⇤⇤⇤ �0.007
⇤⇤ �0.006

⇤⇤ �0.004
⇤⇤⇤

(0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.003) (0.001)

NTL 1 �0.0002 �0.0001 �0.0002 �0.00004 0.0004

(0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0002) (0.0004)

Population1
0.005

⇤
0.006

⇤⇤⇤
0.005

⇤
0.006

⇤⇤⇤
0.002

⇤⇤⇤

(0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.001)

Mean temperature 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 �0.001
⇤⇤⇤

(0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.0002)

Mean precipitation1 �0.001 0.001 �0.001 0.001 0.0003

(0.002) (0.001) (0.002) (0.001) (0.0003)

Time trend 0.0001 0.00001 0.0001 0.00001

(0.00004) (0.00002) (0.00004) (0.00002)

Mean NDVI 0.007 0.007

(0.018) (0.018)

Drought (SPEI) 0.002 0.002

(0.002) (0.002)

Portion cropland 0.005 0.005

(0.014) (0.014)

State conflicts �0.015
⇤⇤ �0.017

⇤⇤

(0.006) (0.008)

Rebel conflicts
(0.000) (0.000)

Constant �0.088
⇤

(0.048)

Observations 6,143 7,296 6,143 7,296 7,296

R
2

0.007 0.005 0.007 0.005

Adjusted R
2

0.003 0.002 0.003 0.002

Sargan 29.98

AR(1) -2.152
⇤⇤

AR(2) -1.495

Standard errors in parentheses; fixed effects by month and province where included in each regression, although none

is reported here.

In all models excluding the GMM model, standard errors were clustered by grid cell. In the GMM model, DV lags of

t �2 to t �5 were used as internal instruments.

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

1
Natural log

3
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Table A9: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – 
Robustness Models III 
 

 
 
 
 

Table 5: Estimates of Militia Conflict in Northern, Upper East, and Upper West Provinces – Ro-

bustness Models

Province ⇥ Month Province ⇥ Year GAM

Proximity to border 0.005 0.007

(0.018) (0.017)

Post AQ BF conflict �0.003 �0.002

(0.004) (0.003)

Proximity to border ⇥ Post AQ BF conflict 0.076
⇤⇤

0.074
⇤⇤

(0.037) (0.037)

DVt�1 �0.006
⇤⇤⇤ �0.014 �0.007

(0.002) (0.009) (0.012)

NTL 1 �0.0001 0.00004 �0.00004

(0.0002) (0.0003) (0.0004)

Population1
0.006

⇤⇤⇤
0.005

⇤⇤⇤
0.005

⇤⇤⇤

(0.002) (0.002) (0.002)

Mean temperature 0.001 0.002 0.001

(0.002) (0.002) (0.002)

Mean precipitation1
0.002 0.001 0.001

(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)

Time trend 0.00001 0.00001

(0.00002) (0.000) (0.00002)

Constant Constant �0.086
⇤

(0.044)

Smoothed Proximity to border by Post AQ BF conflict 4.994
⇤⇤

Observations 7,296 7,296 7,296

R
2

0.006 0.014

Adjusted R
2

0.002 0.003 0.003

Standard errors in parentheses; fixed effects by month and province where included in each regression, although none

is reported here.

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

1
Natural log

4
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Figure A2. Additive model estimates of the effect of proximity to the border on social conflict 
based on the onset of the insurgency in Burkina Faso. 
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E. Background Discussion on Ghana as a Viable Case 
 
The history of jihadist insurgency in West Africa is intricately related to the political, economic, 
and cultural milieu within which groups like the Fulani, Hausa, and Tuaregs emerged and evolved. 
One cannot, therefore, divorce the rise of insurgency in the Sahel from the fight for territory, 
power, recognition, belonging, and liberation of various ethnic groups in the sub-region. Moreover, 
insurgent groups often frame their struggles in relation to other forms of conflict that exist within 
the terrain. For instance, the Katiba Macina, a sub-group of JNIM, relates its fight to the exclusion, 
marginalization, and mistreatment of the Fulani across the Sahel and West Africa. This struggle is 
intricately linked to the Fulani’s conflicts with other groups. Similarly, the Tuareg Uprising in 
Mali is connected to the political crises in Mali and Libya. 
 
The borders between Northern Ghana and Burkina Faso have long been characterized by cross-
border movements, trade, and familial relationships among various ethnic groups. In towns such 
as Paga, Hamile, Gulu, Sapeliga, Googo, and others, these intergroup relations have persisted for 
many years, enduring the test of time and history. Trade between border communities is a common 
occurrence, with people crossing back and forth daily to engage in commerce and maintain social 
ties. Families often have members living on both sides of the border, whether in Garu, Paga, or 
Sapeliga in Ghana, and in neighboring communities in Burkina Faso. These cultural, ethnic, and 
familial connections facilitate daily interactions and reinforce the close-knit nature of these border 
communities. 
 
It is important to note that these borders were largely non-existent prior to colonialism. The 
artificial creation of borders during the colonial era separated families from each other. One could 
walk into a border community and easily cross into the other side without encountering any natural 
barriers. However, with the advent of colonialism and the establishment of post-colonial 
governments, borders were meticulously demarcated and mapped, creating clear distinctions 
between the two nations. Despite this, the borders remain porous, allowing for continued 
movement between the two regions. This created additional security complications during the 
rebellion as the Ghana military and police sought to increase monitoring and protection to prevent 
the spreading of active insurgency into Ghana. Nevertheless, reports indicate that there are at least 
189 unofficial entry points on Ghana’s border with Burkina Faso alone (Strouboulis, Yayboke, 
and Edwards 2023), enabling people to cross without undergoing formal border checks or 
immigration processes. 
 
Cross-border movement is not a new phenomenon but rather a historical practice rooted in cultural, 
historical, and ethnic ties. However, the rise of extremism and insurgency in recent years has drawn 
increased attention from both governments and local communities to the issue of cross-border 
migration. One group that has historically engaged in cyclical migration within the region is the 
Fulani. According to Tonah (2005), the Fulani have moved in and out of the area since colonial 
times, driven by the search for water, pasture, and trade opportunities. 
 
In recent years, however, the Fulani and other groups have become more cautious in their 
movements due to the rise of jihadist activities and insurgency in Burkina Faso. Despite this 
caution, conflicts in Burkina Faso have spilled over into Ghana on multiple occasions. For 
instance, refugees, migrants, and others have fled to Ghana for safety during attacks. In one 
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interview, a community leader from Sapeliga recounted an incident in February 2023 when an 
attack in a neighboring Burkinabé community was so close that residents in Sapeliga could hear 
the sounds of explosions. Many people from the affected community fled to Ghana for safety, but 
they have returned once the situation had calmed down. 
 
The shared land boundaries and natural resources, such as the White and Black Volta Rivers, 
further strengthen the historical links between these two countries. These resources are vital for 
activities like dry-season farming and other livelihoods, reinforcing the interdependence of the 
border communities. The familial, cultural, historical, ethnic, and trade relationships between these 
groups have thus always been a defining feature of the region. 
 
The porous nature of the border also presents challenges, such as the cross-border movement of 
criminals. For example, individuals may steal cattle, motorbikes, or other valuables in Ghana and 
flee across the border into Burkina Faso. In response, as we discuss in the main study, local 
vigilante groups like the VDPs and Kogelweogo often collaborate across borders to apprehend 
suspects and share information. This cooperation has become even more critical with the rise of 
violent extremist activities, as communities seek to address the security vacuum due to the absence 
of security officials in their communities. 
 
The security dilemma faced by these communities has led to increased efforts to protect themselves 
against potential attacks. This has, in turn, influenced the dynamics of social conflict, as cultural 
and political relations shape how communities respond to these challenges. 
 
Another dynamic involves conflicts over resource use, especially between farmers and pastoralists. 
The Fulani and local farmers across both countries have often competed over water around the 
White and Black Volta Rivers and the destruction of farms closer to the rivers. This competition 
has occasionally resulted in violent confrontations, especially during the dry season when there 
are more cross-border movements of pastoralists from Burkina Faso and the Sahel due to the 
absence of water in these communities (Bukari et al., 2020; Bukari, 2023). 
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F. Additional Discussion of Generalizability and Limitations 
 
The study was conducted in the Northern Province of Ghana due to its proximity to Burkina Faso. 
This geographical closeness makes Northern Ghana vulnerable to insurgency threats from Burkina 
Faso. Although the results are not intended to be fully generalized across every context (as 
discussed in the main study), Ghana’s fight against insurgency concentrated around its provinces 
is national in character. The threat originating from these provinces is perceived as indirectly 
affecting the southern parts of the country as well, making it a useful comparison to other countries 
with geospatially concentrated conflict such as Mali, the DRC, and The Philippines. 
 
Additionally, we also recognize that recent attacks in Togo and Côte d’Ivoire have similarly raised 
concerns about the safety of Ghana’s eastern and western borders, although the security situation 
there is far less pressing than in the north. Nevertheless, we acknowledge that both our quantitative 
and qualitative analyses focus exclusively on the north, meaning that another limitation of the 
study is its inability to cover all regions along the borders. This was inadvertent, as the focus on 
self-defense groups and their link to insurgency is predominantly present along the northern 
borders. 
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G. Additional Background on the Insurgency in Burkina Faso 
 
The insurgency linked to terrorism in Burkina Faso has been a long-standing issue that worsened 
significantly in 2016. The activities of jihadist groups in Burkina Faso are linked to the history of 
al-Qaeda and the Islamic State (IS) in the Sahel. Due to regional security complexes and the history 
of exclusion, marginalization, poverty, migration, and governance challenges in the region, 
Burkina Faso experienced large-scale attacks in 2016, when the Islamic State in the Greater Sahara 
(ISGS) attacked a border post near the city of Markoye. Since the first attack, several others have 
followed. In 2017, for instance, the JNIM (Jama'at Nasr al-Islam wal Muslimin), an amalgamation 
of four pre-existing jihadist groups – Ansar Dine, Katiba Macina, Al Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb 
(AQIM), and Al Mourabitoun – led attacks in the region and Burkina Faso. According to the 
Global Terrorism Index (GTI) (2023), Burkina Faso accounted for 1,135 terrorism-related deaths 
in 2022, making it the country with the highest terrorism-related deaths in the world. In 2024, the 
number of deaths as a result of the insurgency stood at 6,176 (Global Terrorism Index (GTI) 2024). 
 
The history of democratic deficiencies marred by coup d’états and military rule has contributed to 
the onset of the insurgency. The vacuum created by exclusion and lack of democratic participation 
allowed for the growth and expansion of terrorist groups in Burkina Faso. Additionally, regional 
security lapses also facilitated the onset of insurgency in Burkina Faso. Insurgency violence from 
Mali spread into Burkina Faso in 2016. Initially confined to the north, the insurgency expanded 
southward, leading to the proliferation of several jihadist groups in Burkina Faso, including JNIM, 
ISGS, and the greater al-Qaeda network. 
 
As a response to the insurgency, Burkina Faso has waged a strong military campaign to combat 
the threat. President Ibrahim Traoré deployed 80,000 civilians as army auxiliaries to support the 
fight against insurgents (BBC, 2024). Additionally, several self-defense groups, such as the 
Volunteers for the Defence of the Homeland (VDP), the Defence Forces, and Kogelweogo, have 
played a significant role in addressing the security crisis. 
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H. Sample Selection and Ethics Discussion 
 
In the selection of respondents, the purposive sampling technique (PST) was employed to select 
leaders of the self-defense groups – community watchdog committees (CWCs) and Kogelweogo 
– community leaders such as chiefs, opinion leaders, youth leaders, local Assemblymembers, and 
security agencies, including the police and immigration officials. PST is a non-probability 
sampling technique where researchers deliberately select participants based on specific 
characteristics or qualities that align with the objectives of the study, which may include expertise 
or knowledge of the subject, specific demographic characteristics (e.g., age, gender, occupation), 
and – as in our case – membership in a particular group or organization.  
 
Community members were also selected through convenience sampling, a non-probability 
sampling technique where participants are selected based on their availability, accessibility, and 
willingness to participate, rather than random selection. For the FGDs, six sessions involving 
members of the CWCs and/or Kogelweogo were conducted in Sapelliga, Googo, Paga, Garu, 
Hamile, and Gwolu. The KIIs and FGDs were tape-recorded when authorized by the respondents 
and subsequently transcribed for analysis. The FGDs involved only men, as the self-defense groups 
comprised exclusively male members. The number of participants in the FGDs varied from 
community to community, with a minimum of seven members and a maximum of 12 members. 
 
The study considered ethical issues and highlighted the rights of informed consent, confidentiality, 
anonymity, voluntary participation, protection from harm, and accurate presentation of the results. 
The study first sought the consent of participants. Privacy and confidentiality were strictly adhered 
to throughout the process. Participants were assured that their participation and responses would 
be handled with professionalism and presented accurately, and no identifying information on any 
individuals was retained. Additionally, participants were informed that their voluntary 
participation would not be monetized, and they had the right to decline to answer any question 
they felt uncomfortable responding to. Below, we provide: (i) a sample of the questionnaire used 
in the interviews (subsection H1), and (ii) an informed form used in the fieldwork (subsection H2). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 15 

H1. Sample Interview Questionnaire 

 

UNIVERSITY OF CAPE COAST 

SCHOOL FOR DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 

DEPARTMENT OF PEACE STUDIES 

 
INSECURITY AND THREAT OF VIOLENT EXTREMISM IN BORDER 

COMMUNITIES IN NORTHERN GHANA  

 
GUIDE FOR KEY INFORMANT INTERVIEWS  

 

Dear respondent, I am from the Department of Peace Studies, University of Cape Coast. I am here 

to collect data on Insecurity and the Threat of Violent Extremism in Border Communities in 

Northern Ghana. This research intends to assess the precursors of insecurity around border 

communities in Northern Ghana in the midst of violent extremism and how border communities 

are responding to these threats. The research is intended for academic purposes and to help in 

policy direction towards assessing insecurity in Northern Ghana and combating Violent Extremism 

in Ghana. Please note that this interview is voluntary, and you have the right to stop it at any time 

or refuse to answer any questions. Your responses to the questions will remain anonymous and 

confidential. Please do that all information you provide will remain confidential and you will 

remain anonymous. Your name will neither appear nor be associated with your responses in the 

analysis of the study.   

 

Thanks for agreeing to participate in the study. 

 
Respondent status……………………………………… 
 
District…………………………………….. 

 
Name of Community…………………………………. 
 
Do I have your consent to conduct the interview? …………………… 
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1. What is the overall security situation in this community and Ghana in general? (a. Probe 

for indicators of positive/negative security situation. B. Probe about the trust in local law 

enforcement's ability to maintain security in this community) 

2.  What are the community’s key security concerns? 

3. What do you think is violent extremism? (Probe for the indicators and examples of VE 

and category of people most inclined to join a violent extremist groups) 

4.  What are the causes and predisposing vulnerabilities and triggers to VE in Ghana? 

(probe for specific vulnerabilities that make local communities susceptible to violent 

extremism) 

5. What factors make your community vulnerable to VE?   

6. Which group of people are more vulnerable to VE recruitments and why?  

7. Are there community members or people you know who have joined VE groups in Burkina 

Faso or anywhere? What are their motivations for joining these groups?  

8. Are there VE groups in operating in your community? If any, name these groups? 

9. What are the key security challenges your community has faced over the years? 

10. What led to the shift in security concerns after VE attacks in Burkina Faso? 

11. Did these attacks affect your community? How did they affect you? 

12. What was your response to the VE attacks and the insecurity in your community? 

13. Are there formal security structures/officials in your community? 

14. What informal security arrangements/structures exist to provide security for the 

community? What of community watchdog groups/ self-defense groups? 

15. What motivations led to the community to decide to form community watchdogs or self-

defense groups? 

16. What counter-terrorism measures has the Ghana Government has put in place to prevent 

VE activities? 

17. What measures and actions have been taken by your community to address potential violent 

extremist threats? 

18. How effective do you think Ghana's current strategies and your compare in preventing and 

countering violent extremism? 

19. What recommendations do you propose in dealing with the security challenges and VE in 

your community? 
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FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION (FGD) GUIDE  

Dear participants in the FGD, I am a researcher from the Department of Peace Studies, University 

of Cape Coast. I am here to collect data on Insecurity and the Threat of Violent Extremism in 

Border Communities in Northern Ghana. This research intends to assess the precursors of 

insecurity around border communities in Northern Ghana in the midst of violent extremism and 

how border communities are responding to these threats. The research is intended for academic 

purposes and to help in policy direction towards assessing insecurity in Northern Ghana and 

combating Violent Extremism in Ghana. Please note that this interview is voluntary, and you have 

the right to stop it at any time or refuse to answer any questions. Your responses to the questions 

will remain anonymous and confidential. Please do that all information you provide will remain 

confidential and you will remain anonymous. Your name will neither appear or be associated with 

your responses in the analysis of the study.   

 
Thanks for agreeing to participate in the study. 

1. What is the overall security situation in this community?  

2.  What are the community’s key security concerns? 

3. What factors make your community vulnerable to VE?   

4. Which group of people are more vulnerable to VE recruitments and why?  

5. Are there community members or people you know who have joined VE groups in Burkina 

Faso or anywhere? What are their motivations for joining these groups?  

6. Are there VE groups in operating in your community? If any, name these groups? 

7. What led to the shift in security concerns after VE attacks in Burkina Faso? How did this 

affect you? 

8. What was your response to the VE attacks and the insecurity in your community? 

9. What security arrangements/structures (both formal and informal) exist to provide security 

for the community?  

10. What motivations led to the community to decide to form informal security structures like 

community watchdogs or self-defense groups? 

11. How is the community responding against threats of VE attacks that could come from 

Burkina Faso? 
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H2. Informed Consent Form 

 

 
INFORMED CONSENT FORM FOR REEARCH PARTICIPANTS 

 
Title of Research 

 
INSECURITY AND THREAT OF VIOLENT EXTREMISM IN BORDER 

COMMUNITIES IN NORTHERN GHANA 
 

General Information about Research and Aim 
Border security is key in dealing with vulnerability to Violent Extremism and insecurity in general. 
Insecurity and the rise of VE in neighbouring Burkina Faso. The rise of transnational criminal 
activities such as armed robbery, cattle rustling and terrorism coupled with inadequate security to 
deal with these criminal activities has led to border communities, in particular, establishing self- 
defense groups to protect their communities against criminals. Terrorism in Burkina Faso, for 
instance, has led to the establishment of the Volunteers for the Defense of the Homeland (VDPs) 
and the Kogeleweogo. Similar groups like the Kogeleweogo and the community watchdog 
committees have been established in border communities in Ghana to deal with rise in armed 
robbery, cattle rustling and invariably fight against terrorism. The rise of these groups is 
occasioned by the seemingly absence of security in border communities where security personnel 
are physically absent.  
 
The desire of communities to establish self- defense groups raises fundamental questions. First, 
has the state failed to provide adequate security throughout Ghana, especially at the border 
communities resulting in ungoverned spaces? Second, what insecurity challenges have occasioned 
the rise of informal security groups? And how is the rise of VE in Burkina Faso linked to 
community security structures to counter VE groups? This study assesses the precursors of 
insecurity around border communities in Northern Ghana in the midst of violent extremism and 
how border communities are responding to these threats. It specifically analyses the role and work 
of self-defense groups in border communities in Northern Ghana in providing security to their 
communities and whether their bid to providing self-defense security for their communities are 
ethnically profiling the Fulbe and targeting them as criminals and terrorists. Th study is based on 
in-depth interviews and FGDs with members and leaders of the community watchdog/self-defense 
groups in border communities, community members, community leaders and security officials. 
 
Procedures 
To adequately undertake this study, we invite you to take part in this research. If you accept, you will 
be required to participate in an in-depth interview and focus group discussions.  
You would also be asked a number of questions based on a KII and FGD guide. 
 
If you do not wish to answer any of the questions posed during the discussion, you may say so and we 
would move on to the next question. The discussion would take place in a location of your choice. 
The information recorded is considered confidential, and no one else except the research team would 
have access to the information documented during your discussion. With your consent, we would like 
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to tape record this conversation so that we may better capture the details of what you will say. The 
discussion would last for approximately 60- 90 minutes. 
 
Possible Risks and Discomforts 
There are no anticipated physical, social, economic or psychological risks or discomforts to you by 
participating in this study except in instances where a question or some questions may cause you to 
recall an unfortunate incident during the discussion session. You can withdraw when these questions 
put in a very discomforting situation. We would be most appreciative if you could kindly agree to 
answer the questions as frankly as possible. 
 
Possible Benefits 
There are no immediate or direct personal benefits for respondents. However, the data generated from 
this study would create an empirical literature that could help influence policy on border security and 
the fight against VE.  
.  
Confidentiality 
We would like to assure you that all information you would provide would be strictly treated as private 
and confidential and would be used only for purposes of this research. Your identity would be 
anonymised for the analysis so that no personal identifiers would be available to link you to the data 
you have provided. Moreover, after transcription, the digital recordings would be immediately 
destroyed. All paper transcripts would be burned as well while the soft copies would be electronically 
saved for 5 years with a secured password which would be known only to the team.  
 
Compensation 
The researcher cannot provide any compensation. 
 
Voluntary Participation and Right to Leave the Research 
This is to reconfirm that it is not compulsory for you to take part in this research. You may redraw 
from the research at any time you decide to and that choice would be respected. If we should ask any 
question, you find challenging to answer, please get m us informed and we would skip to the next 
question.  You can also withdraw from the study at any time without giving reasons.  
 
Contacts for Additional Information  
For further questions and clarifications on this research, you could please contact the Principal 
Investigator, Dr. Kaderi Noagah Bukari of the Development of Peace Studies, School for 
Development Studies, University of Cape Coast on 0245046945. 
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