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Abstract
This paper examines how the demand for independence appeared in the era of Decolonization. I argue that nationalist movements were more likely to emerge in places
where the colonial authorities recruited the native population in World War II. The
theory highlights the role of war veterans in creating the demand for independence and
in facilitating it through organized collective action. Drawing on original World War
II native recruitment data, an analysis of nationalist movements in sub-national units
from 1945 to 1984 provides evidence consistent with the theory. The findings in this
study help us better understand the rise of nationalist movements in the 20th century
and the political effects of military service.
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Introduction
Where and when do nationalist movements emerge? This question is central to political
science, but our understanding of it remains incomplete. In particular, how the demand
for decolonization appeared remains overlooked from the literature on secession and state
formation (Spruyt 2005; Roeder 2007; Coggins 2011, 2014; Griffiths 2015; Fazal and Griffiths
2014; Griffiths 2016). On the other hand, the literature acknowledges that colonial legacy
had a profound impact on the political development of new independent states, but its
effect on the emergence of nationalism is surprisingly understudied (Acemoglu, Johnson and
Robinson 2001; Wucherpfennig, Hunziker and Cederman 2016; Eck 2018). In this paper, I
address these issues by focusing on one global event: native recruitment in World War II
(WWII).
I argue that native military recruitment worked in favor of post-war nationalist movements. By generating a unique group of the population — veterans — native recruitment in
WWII helped nationalist movements flourish in post-war colonial societies for two reasons.
First, military experiences familiarize veterans with organized group actions and the use
of violence. These traits lowered the barriers to risky political movements in the postwar
period, other things being equal. Second, military experiences raise the demand for independence because veterans become dissatisfied with their postwar economic and political status.
Military service leads to the desire for socioeconomic compensation after the end of war,
which often exceeds what the governments are willing to offer. Furthermore, war veterans
see the existing social order as obsolete, given the better treatment they received during the
war. Taking these two mechanisms together — organizational advantages and aspiration
for independence — military experiences in WWII led veterans to participate in nationalist
protests and resistance. Therefore, where states recruited from the native population in
WWII, organizing nationalist movements was easier and faster.
Drawing on original WWII native recruitment data, I test the hypothesis that military
recruitment facilitated the emergence of nationalist movements in the postwar era. A random
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effects analysis controlling for observable confounders provides supportive evidence for the
hypothesis. I find that native recruitment makes “segment-states” about three times more
likely to develop nationalist movements.1 The effect of native recruitment persists during
the first ten years after the war and then it decays, which supports the previous findings
on the effect of military service (Erikson and Stoker 2011; Jackson et al. 2012; Jha and
Wilkinson 2012). I also show that the finding is robust to alternative estimation strategies,
including metropole, regional, and year fixed effects. Further addressing endogeneity between
recruitment and nationalist movements, I provide evidence that high levels of nationalism
before WWII reduced the likelihood of recruiting from the native population. This suggests
that the main finding is not an artifact of recruitment being easier in the segments where
the potential for nationalist movements was already high. Lastly, I present some individuallevel evidence that military experiences influenced the WWII veterans’ group behavior and
attitudes.
This study makes three major scholarly contributions. First, using newly collected data,
I design and test the first quantitative analysis of the impact of WWII native recruitment
globally, including in areas that did ultimately become states. Although previous studies
have shown that war veterans play a role in generating political and social changes (Woloch
1979; Krebs 2006; Edele 2008), we do not fully understand the degree to which this occurs.
The study also broadens the scope of prior research by examining colonial ex-servicemen,
whereas most studies focused on the veterans in the existing nation-states.2 Second, this
paper contributes to the bottom-up theory of state formation in the 20th century, drawing
on the burgeoning literature on how the prior-experiences of individuals guide their future
political actions (Horowitz and Stam 2014). Distinct from the previous accounts that mostly
1

To analyze sub-national units like colonies, I use ‘segment-states’ as the unit of analysis first provided
by Roeder (2007). Segment-states consist of colonies, dependencies, protectorates, mandates, autonomous
regions, and the former Soviet Republics.
2
Historians examined WWII native military recruitment, mostly based on the African experiences (Olusanya 1968; Israel 1992). While many historians acknowledged that war veterans were instrumental players
in nationalist politics (Shiroya 1968, 92-3), some argued that retired veterans were not so much interested
in the politics of nationalism and rather cared mostly about their private interest (Schleh 1968; Killingray
1983).

2

focus on the incentives of colonial powers to grant independence (Alesina and Spolaore 1997;
Spruyt 2005; Roeder 2007; Coggins 2014; Griffiths 2016), the paper looks at the motives and
restraints of the colonial population in developing the demand for a nation-state. Lastly, this
study extends the emphasis on individuals in the extant literature of state formation (Levi
1981; Tilly 1985; Levi 1989) and in particular, the works on the effects of war on general public
(Scheve and Stasavage 2010, 2012).3 While the paper similarly shows that war facilitated
the emergence of new states (Finer 1975; Tilly 1992), in the era of decolonization, it was
through a different mechanism: the effect of war on individual veterans and their roles in
creating new nation-states.
The paper proceeds by presenting the theory of how native recruitment results in the
creation of nationalist movements. Next, I discuss the empirical strategy and data for testing
the argument. The subsequent section provides results from a random effects regression
analysis and alternative model specifications. Then, I address a possible objection about the
potential endogeneity between native recruitment and the likelihood of post-war nationalism.
In the next section, I present individual-level evidence on WWII veterans’ group behaviors.
Lastly, the paper concludes.

Theory: Organizational Capacity and Demand for Independence
Nationalism and nationalist movements were regarded as the key components of nationstate formation, especially for the late-comers outside Europe.4 In this paper, I define
nationalist movements as collective resistance against the government, which claims a subset
of territory and population with its intention to form a new independent nation-state.5 Under
3

Compared to Scheve and Stasavage (2010, 2012), this paper focuses more on a specific group of individual
veterans. It also emphasizes the effects of war in different contexts from Western democracies and how the
war led to veterans’ direct participation in social movements.
4
Ernest Gellner succinctly stated the importance of nationalism in state formation: “it is nationalism
which engenders nations, and not the other way around” (Gellner 1983, 55).
5
The definition focuses on the context of the 20th century, when the existing nation-states had already
controlled the territory that nationalist movements covet. This context equates nationalist movements to
secessionist movements or anti-colonial movements, which accompany the internal resistance against existing
nation-states (Coggins 2011).
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this definition, the task for explaining nationalist movements is also two-fold: where does the
resistance against the existing authority come from, and how can individual actions become
collective?
Accordingly, I suggest two causal pathways connecting native military recruitment in
WWII and collective resistance. The first is through reducing the cost of collective action. I
argue that war veterans’ military and combat experiences help reduce the cost of engaging in
future collective actions. Second, veterans form an anti-government sentiment since wartime
experiences lead them to be dissatisfied with their postwar economic and political status.
Taken together, these two mechanisms explain why and how nationalist resistance could
be easily and effectively organized in the places where the native population was recruited
during WWII.

Military Backgrounds and the Cost of Collective Action
I argue that the native ex-servicemen are likely to participate in nationalist movements
because their military backgrounds reduce the cost of collective action. Military disciplines
commonly require “the total individual’s conformity to a prescribed role, including one’s
behavior, attitudes, beliefs, values, and definitions”(Arkin and Dobrofsky 1978, 158). By
receiving military training and engaging in combat activities, soldiers gain the experiences
of organizational hierarchy and individual duties, which help organize and mobilize group
actions (Horowitz and Stam 2014; Finkel 2015). The experiences do not simply fade away:
scholars suggest that the military experiences continued to influence behaviors even after
retirement because soldiers learn the norms associated with their work roles (Jenning and
Markus 1977; Roberts, Caspi and Moffitt 2003; Jackson et al. 2012). Jha and Wilkinson
(2012), for instance, find that the Indian veterans with combat experiences in WWII had
successfully overcome collective action problems in using coercion as a group.
Formal organizations for veterans illustrate how they are equipped with advantages for
facilitating political and social movements. As early as the French Revolution, retired veter-
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ans created fraternal organizations based on social networks they acquired during military
service (Woloch 1979; Edele 2008). The organizations aim to advance the veterans’ needs
in their civilian lives, often generating various types of political activism, including protest
and petition (Ortiz 2004). These organizations played a pivotal role in uniting the retired
soldiers, which gave them a strong collective political voice in the post-war period (Ortiz
2004, 1).
Nationalist protests in Ghana exemplify the advantages of veterans in organizing collective action. Cameron Abongo Duncan, the regional chairman of the ex-servicemen union for
the Western Region of Ghana, explained in one interview how he helped mobilize the soldiers
for the historic Accra riots in 1948 (Howard 1999, 15). In the protest organized by Kwame
Nkrumah, who would become the first President of independent Ghana, the regional leaders
of the ex-servicemen union called up the former soldiers from each of their districts. The
leaders instructed veterans to gather in Accra on the 28th of February; some two thousand
former-servicemen marched to Christiansborg Castle, the residence of the British governor
of the Gold Coast in West Africa (Crawford 2015). Hence, the ex-servicemen union played
a critical role in gathering numbers for demonstration by using their organizational advantages. Furthermore, it also worked as a representative organ that directly negotiated with
the colonial office. Representing the protesters, the leadership of the union negotiated with
the colonial government and won permission to march through the streets (Crawford 2015).
Also, military backgrounds reduce the cost of using violence. The tendency for re-using
violence after demobilization has been widely reported in civil war literature (Grossman,
Manekin and Miodownik 2015; Kaplan and Nussio 2018). Veterans, especially those with
combat experience, are more comfortable using violence (Arkin and Dobrofsky 1978; Jha
and Wilkinson 2012). Some of the Kenyan veterans in WWII wanted to “transfer their
martial status back to civilian life,” and requested permission from the colonial government
to carry spears (Brands 2005, 115). Participating in nationalist movements, especially in
the post-WWII periods, run the risk of engaging in violent clashes or conflicts against the
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colonial authorities. Veterans are less likely to be restrained by such a risk than non-veterans
because their prior training and experiences familiarize the nature of conflicts and the use of
violence (Grossman, Manekin and Miodownik 2015). The earlier example of the Accra riots
also demonstrates how veterans would respond to the risk of violence. When the British
Police fired against the protesters, rather than fleeing from the site, the protesters “rushed
the police officers and beat them” (Howard 1999, 16).

Veterans and the Demand for Independence
I also argue that wartime experiences of veterans increase the demand for independence.
In general, veterans are likely to form anti-government attitudes after they return to civilian
life (Jenning and Markus 1977; Jackson et al. 2012). One reason is based on the economic
motives after the service. Veterans, whether they joined the military voluntarily or forcedly,
seek economic compensation in return for their wartime service (Brands 2005, 115). However, their expectation often exceeds what most post-war governments can offer. This was
especially the case for the colonial servicemen who should have been far from a priority for
the governments (Parsons 1999, 232–47). With the belief that they deserve better economic
compensation in return for the service, veterans demanded pensions, employment, and social
readjustment in the post-war period (Killingray 1983; Leal 2003). In other words, wartime
service causes anti-government sentiment among veterans who want “the just reward for
their people’s sacrifice” (Krebs 2006, 3).
Furthermore, veterans are likely to share motives to correct the existing political and
social orders because they experience the alternatives to them (Woloch 1979; Leal 2003; Edele
2008; Parker 2009). Military service accompanies greater mobility, especially in wartime,
exposing soldiers to new political and social relations. The exposure to new norms and idea
enables soldiers to rethink the old rules of discrimination, resent them, and act in favor of
the alternative political orders they had experienced (Parker 2009).
Historians note the immense psychological impact of wartime experiences on the racial
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attitude of the colonial servicemen. During the war, African soldiers fought with and against
the Europeans, which helped overcome the idea of racial hierarchy (Headrick 1978, 511–13).
African soldiers dispatched in the Middle East commonly expressed their satisfaction at
working and living with the British soldiers “who fraternized with them as equals” (Parsons
1999, 232). Similarly, scholars report that the minority soldiers in the United States had a
stronger sense of entitlement because they feel obliged to represent and fight for their discriminated community (Leal 2003; Parker 2009). For instance, Parker describes that the African
American soldiers dispatched overseas were “treated with more respect and dignity in these
societies than they had been accustomed to in the South” (Parker 2009, 117). Returning
to their home country, the black American veterans resented the pervasive discrimination
remaining in society and led their community fighting for equal treatment. Leal also reports
that the returning Latino soldiers were more supportive and active than the Latino nonveterans in removing “the usual barriers to full political and economic participation” (Leal
2003, 205–06).
Overall, the theory stands on the basis of the existing findings on how military experiences shape individual preferences. Military experiences affect a person’s self-concept and
values (Jackson et al. 2012) and political attitudes (Jenning and Markus 1977; Erikson and
Stoker 2011) even after retirement. Voors et al. (2010) also provides evidence based on field
experiments in Burundi that exposure to violence leads individuals to be more risk-seeking
and to display more altruistic behaviors. The literature on political leaders similarly finds
that their prior military experiences influence the critical decisions in office, including using
military forces and possessing nuclear weapons (Fuhrmann and Horowitz 2014; Horowitz and
Stam 2014).

Observable Implication
Two mechanisms — lowering the cost of collective action and increasing the demand for
independence — account for the development of nationalist resistance. Military experiences
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help veterans overcome the collective action problem, which enables powerful organizational
resistance. Furthermore, their value system was critical of the colonial authorities due to
their dissatisfaction with the postwar economic compensation and newly acquired political
perspectives. Therefore, in the colonial societies where the native population was recruited,
nationalist movements were more likely to emerge.

Hypothesis 1: The increase in native military recruitment during WWII raises the likelihood of post-war nationalist movements.

Data and Method
This paper uses native recruitment in WWII to explain the formation of nationalist
movements. This empirical scope is particularly helpful given how states are born around
the world. The post-WWII nationalist movements account for the majority of state-births
after the rise of modern nation-states, going along with the trend of decolonization (Roeder
2007, 8). According to the State System Membership List from Correlates of War Project, the
post-WWII/Decolonization period gave birth to 115 nation-states, which exceed the number
of states that emerged in all other periods (Correlates of War Project 2017).6 Hence, studying
the post-WWII nationalist movements can substantially contribute to our understanding of
state formation.

Unit of Observation: Segment-State-Year
For testing the hypothesis, I draw upon the dataset from Roeder (2007). In the dataset,
the cross-sectional unit is a ‘segment-state,’ which “divides its territory and population further among separate jurisdictions and gives the population that purportedly is indigenous
to each jurisdiction a distinct political status” (Roeder 2007, 12). In other words, segmentstates are both administrative and communitive units that are distinctively separated from
6

The number of states born before WWII and after 1984 is 105.
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the government at the center. Substantively, the units include colonies, dependencies, protectorates, mandates, autonomous regions, and the former Soviet Republics. While one may
question whether the former Soviet Republics are similar units to other segments under the
colonial powers, it is better to include them since the theory applies to all potential units
where states were able to recruit in WWII. In the empirical analysis, I further address this
issue by controlling for each metropole and by excluding the former Soviet Republics from
the sample. Also, reflecting on the temporal scope of post-WWII, I restricted the sample
period from 1945 to 1984. Especially after 1984, the dynamic of nationalist politics becomes
utterly different from the earlier periods due to the dissolution of the Soviet Union.7 This
modification leaves 154 segment-states in the dataset.
Although these administrative units might not reflect all potential units for generating
nationalist movements, they are the safest available option. First, segment-states reflect selfgovernable entities. Since nationalist movements demand the right to govern, it is likely to
be aligned with segment-units. Second, segment-states, by the original definition in Roeder
(2007), imply that the population constitutes some forms of community. Regardless of what
constitutes the notion of community, it could be necessary that the population shares some
idea of imagined community that could consolidate nationalism (Anderson 2006).8 Lastly,
segment-state as a unit of analysis seems to be the most appropriate way to overcome
selection bias because it could incorporate ‘failed’ cases that did not generate a nationalist
movement in each unit.9
7

Roeder also categorizes this period as the third phase of nation-state creation. Other periods include
1816-1900 (the birth of modern nation-states), 1900-1941 (the dissolution of the Ottoman and the AustroHungarian Empires), and 1985-2000 (the dissolution of the Soviet Union).
8
Another available unit of analysis is a proto-state, constructed by Griffiths (2015). The paper uses
Roeder’s dataset given the author’s judgment that it has more relevant covariates for testing how nationalist
movements appear.
9
One might also wonder whether the use of segment-state selects large ethnic groups that are prone to
create nationalist movements (Griffiths 2015). Even so, the sample of segment-state does not bias an estimate
of recruitment effects if recruitment policy was similarly applied to minor ethnic groups. In Appendix 2.5,
I provide some evidence that using segment-state sample does not lead to a biased estimate of recruitment
effects.
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Outcome Variable: Emergence of Nationalist Movement
In this paper, the outcome variable is a binary indicator of the emergence of nationalist
movement in each segment, first coded by Coggins (2011). The sample is restricted to
nationalist movements that emerged after the outbreak of WWII. Coggins coded the variable
equals to one, if all the following conditions are met: “(1) it formally declares independence
from its home state; (2) it has a national flag (signaling national consciousness); (3) it claims
an identifiable territory and population; and (4) its campaign lasts at least one calendar
week, has greater than 100 active individuals, and claims greater than 100 square kilometers
of territory” (Coggins 2011, 454). Following the original Coggins’s data, I coded one if a
nationalist movement exists in the corresponding segment for each year. Hence, the variable
captures all active years of nationalist movements in segment-states. The coding reflects
that the theory is agnostic on how each nationalist movement would exit from the data.
For instance, nationalist movements may be short-lived either because they are weak and
unsuccessful or because they are strong and quickly achieved the goal. To further address
the issue of time dependence, I include the cubic polynomial approximation in the regression
(Carter and Signorino 2010) and also use a different version of the outcome variable which
is coded as one only in the onset year and as missing in the following years.
Although using segment-states as the unit of analysis — rather than independent states
— is the best possible solution to deal with the endogeneity between units and the outcome
of nationalist movements, one might still have a concern over whether the coding of segmentstate is biased by the later outcome of nationalist movements and possibly, independence.
There are several reasons why this might not be the case. First, fewer than half of segmentstates generate nationalist movements in the sample period (47 out of 154). This shows that
the status of segment-states does not necessarily yield the demand for nation-states. Second,
segment-states consist of the first-level administrative units in the colonial empires, which
are not necessarily equivalent to the unit of nation-states today. Some examples include the
segment units in Southeast Asia, where both Britain and France established smaller first-level
10

administrative units in the territories of Malaysia, Singapore (the Unfederated Malay States
and the Federated Malay States), and Vietnam (Cochin China, Annam, and Tonkin). Lastly,
even if the later outcome of being independent states affected how units are counted as a
segment-state, developing nationalist movements is not necessarily relevant to the process.
For instance, Lemke and Carter (2016, 499) shows that many of the decolonized states
emerged without the rise of indigenous political power. These facts reduce the likelihox‘od
that the outcome of independence affects the relationship between nationalist movements
and segment-states.
Moreover, Coggins’s dataset of nationalist movements fits nicely with the analytic scope
for this paper. First, it is the most complete dataset which incorporates information on the
emergence of nationalist movements dating back to 1930. Importantly, the dataset includes
non-violent nationalist movements as well, which provide a clear advantage over the other
alternatives reporting only violent ones. The coding criteria also reflect whether potential
candidates for nationalist movements successfully dealt with the problem of collective action.
To be acknowledged as a nationalist movement in Coggins’ criteria, it needs a group of
people who pursue an organizational mission for a certain amount of time. Therefore, the
requirements for nationalist movements fit nicely with testing the theoretical argument raised
by this study.

Explanatory Variable: World War II Native Recruitment
To test the theoretical argument, I collected new data on native military recruitment
during WWII.10 The original data reports the approximate number of people in the native
population recruited during the time of WWII. The number of soldiers reported in the data
represents the wartime recruitment in WWII only, which is distinguished from the regular
recruitment practices during peacetime. I generated three variables from the original data.
First, I take the natural log of the number of recruited soldiers; this variable allows me to
10

In Appendix A3, I provide a description for each recruitment case.
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test whether the probability of developing nationalist movements increases as the size of
recruitment is larger. Second, I coded a binary indicator with the threshold of recruiting
more than ten thousand soldiers. The operationalization intends to compare the segments
that experienced a substantial amount of WWII recruitment and the ones that did not.11
Lastly, I use a measure of recruitment that is normalized by the population of each segment,
accounting for differences in the group size.
The most well-known example of native recruitment in WWII is the use of soldiers from
the British and French African colonies. These soldiers did not fight only in the African
territories, but also were dispatched to the various locations around the world. For instance,
the servicemen from the Gold Coast (present-day Ghana) traveled to Asia and fought the
Japanese army in Burma. The British Colonial Office memorandum succinctly summarizes
the African soldiers’ contribution in WWII; “African soldiers beat Italians out of Somaliland
and Abyssinia, defeating the best Blackshirt battalions · · · . They defended British West
Africa from attack from the Vichy territory, helped take Madagascar, and went to the Middle
East as Pioneers and to the Far East to fight Japan” (Crawford 2015).
Figures 1 and 2 illustrate some descriptive statistics of WWII native recruitment and
post-WWII nationalist movements. Figure 1 shows the total number of soldiers recruited
from segments in each state. The Soviet Union recruited about 6.2 million soldiers outside
Russia. Among other states where major colonial recruitment occurred in their overseas
territories, Britain and France recruited the most, about 3.3 million and 0.8 million soldiers,
respectively. The United States, Italy, and Japan also recruited considerable numbers outside
their mainlands. The Netherlands and Belgium recruited soldiers from the Netherlands East
Indies and the Belgian Congo, and Australia used a small number of troops from Papua
and New Guinea. Figure 2 shows that many post-WWII nationalist movements emerged
in the British and French colonies, which also accounts for the majority of segments in the
11

I also coded the variables with different threshold values (1, 1,000, and 5,000). The finding is robust to
the choice of thresholds, and the results are reported in the Appendix.
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sample.12
Figure 1: Total Number of Soldiers from Segments
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For a geographical distribution of WWII recruitment data, see Appendix A1.

13

Figure 2: Total Number of Segments and the Post-WWII Nationalist Movements

Addressing Barriers to Inference
One potential barrier for testing the argument is that recruitment occurred in a nonrandom manner. Any observed relationship between native recruitment in World War II
and the subsequent emergence of nationalist movements, then, could be spurious. To reduce
the risk of omitted variable bias, I control for several confounding factors.
First, both recruitment and the likelihood of generating nationalist movements may have
been affected by whether the metropole engaged in WWII in the first place. In the Spanish
and Portuguese colonies, recruitment was not necessary since the metropoles did not actively engage in WWII. On the contrary, war facilitated the recruitment by the belligerents.
When war against Germany became inevitable, France spurred recruiting from its colonies
(Maghraoui 2014, 573). Given that only the colonies whose metropoles fought in WWII
paid the cost of war, whether each metropole fought could directly shape the likelihood of
nationalist uprisings. To deal with this possibility, I control for the WWII belligerents. Addi14

tionally, I control for country (metropole) factor variables so that being governed by different
metropoles does not confound the effect of native recruitment in the statistical models.
Second, the regime type of metropoles can influence the mode of military recruitment
in segments. Scholars raised various arguments on the relationship between democracy and
military recruitment (Scheve and Stasavage 2010; Asal, Conrad and Toronto 2017) One line
of arguments is that democratic countries are sensitive to wartime sacrifices made by the
mass citizens (Horowitz, Simpson and Stam 2011). If democracies care about protecting their
citizens in the mainland, they may be more likely to recruit soldiers outside. By contrast,
if democracies are sensitive to the casualties made in their country as a whole, recruitment
from segments should decrease. Also, scholars have suggested that the political ideas and
institutions of colonial power had been implanted in their colonies (Acemoglu, Johnson
and Robinson 2001). This means that the regime type of metropole affects the normative
and institutional grounds of colonies that generate nationalist movements. In general, for
instance, the native elites enjoyed a wider opportunity to participate in governments in
the British colonies where the metropole arguably applied the democratic legal norms and
institutions (Pearce 1982; Furnivall 2014). Given these considerations, I control for the polity
score of each metropole to account for the possibility that the regime type of metropole might
confound the relationship between the recruitment and nationalist movements.
Third, the military occupation of colonies by enemy forces deprives metropoles of the
chance for native recruitment. In the segments that were militarily occupied right after the
war broke out — for instance, British Somaliland — recruitment was physically impossible
because of lost territorial control. Scholars also believe, in general, military occupation
provokes nationalist sentiments.13 Therefore, I control for whether the enemy forces had
occupied each segment during the war.
Fourth, the size of the population in segments influenced the metropole’s decision on
where it recruits (Echenberg 1991, 48). The metropoles preferred recruiting from the seg13
For a detailed discussion, see Kocher, Lawrence and Monteiro (2018). The authors point out that while
foreign occupation provokes nationalist resistance in general, it could create some collaborators, too.
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ments where it could secure a large number of soldiers. This incentive should be even higher
when the size of the population is relatively bigger compared to that of the metropole,
exemplified by the British call for support from the Indian National Congress. Also, the
metropoles were reluctant to draft many soldiers in small segments considering that its economic impact on the remaining population would be higher (Echenberg 1991, 50). On the
other hand, the size of the population can influence the chance of having nationalist movements in segments through the political and economic power accompanied by the population
size (Gellner 1983). Changes in population size also affect ethnic identification (Kotzeva and
Dimitrova 2014). Based on these concerns, I control for the population of each segment and
metropole (Greig and Enterline 2017).
Fifth, I address segment-level institutional factors measured by Roeder (2007), which code
whether segments had locally constituted legislatures and an executive. While possessing a
self-governing institution matters, it is not clear whether the effect is positive or negative on
the local military recruitment. In India and Quebec, for instance, a self-governing institution
hampered recruitment by opposing the metropole’s decision to mobilize more troops (Muni
1977; Henderson 1997). At the same time, however, possessing a self-governing institution
was often associated with the stronger administrative capacity of segments (Pearce 1982),
which should facilitate native recruitment from the population. Lastly, the existence of selfgoverning institutions affected whether segments generate nationalist movements. Anderson
points out the colonial bureaucracy played a key role in “the last wave” of nationalism by
importing the political system of the European nation-states and the ideology behind it
(Anderson 2006, 113–40).
Anderson also points out whether the metropoles allowed or disallowed natives to use their
own language had profound implications on nationalist movements. By creating divisions
between the indigenous elites educated in the metropole’s language and the people who
retained their own language, the policy of linguistic assimilation hindered segments from
developing nationalism (Anderson 2006, 122). On the other hand, the metropoles favored
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recruiting from the segments sharing the same language given that language difference not
only caused inconveniences during training but could also be lethal on the battlefield (Fogarty
2016). Therefore, I control for the linguistic heterogeneity, which accounts for whether the
main language used in each segment is different from the language of the metropole. This
variable is incorporated from Roeder’s (2007) dataset.
In addition, I control for whether each segment was previously a sovereign state or a
state-like entity. It addresses the concern that the development of nationalism was initially
more likely in some segments than in others due to their prior history of state development
(Tilly 1992; Hechter, Kuyucu and Sacks 2006). Similarly, historical institutionalists view
that time is a critical variable in organizing nationalist challenges (Wimmer and Feinstein
2010). To address the possibility that nationalist movements are more likely to emerge in
older segments, I control for the year each segment was incorporated in the metropole. The
prior history of segment also influenced the pattern of WWII recruitment. Where a state
or state-like entity existed, for instance, the troops could take the form of mercenary forces
led by the indigenous leaders (Young 1972; Hughes 2008) while the colonial offices took full
control of indigenous troops elsewhere (Parsons 1999).
Richer segments possessed a high mobilization potential for nationalist movements (Gellner 1983), while recruitment was often easier in the poor economic conditions due to the
relative lucrativeness of military service (Parsons 1999, 56). Given that there is a paucity
of data to account for the wealth of segments, I use the segment’s contiguity to the sea as
a proxy. While sea contiguity is unable to perfectly capture the segment-level variation in
wealth, scholars have suggested that it can be a reasonable proxy of economic development.
First of all, proximity to sea nurtures segments by lessening the transaction costs for trade
(Bosker, Buringh and Van Zanden 2013; De Vries 2013). Second, especially in the context
of colonial development, segments at the shoreline were likely to be wealthier because the
administrative capacity of colonial government was limited to the coastal regions (Herbst
2014). The expansion to the hinterland was limited due to the high cost of extending the
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necessary infrastructure to rule (Herbst 2014, 62). As a result, economic development under
the colonial governments would be likely to be concentrated on their coastal acquisitions,
manifested by several examples including South Africa, Ghana, Angola, and Mozambique
(Herbst 2014, 62–4).
Lastly, I control for the subsequent years after 1960. The United Nations General Assembly issued ‘Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,’
and it provided the declaration of independence to many colonies. Based on one of Coggin’s
criteria for being a nationalist movement — a formal declaration of full-independence —
many nationalist movements automatically entered into data. Hence, I added the ‘decolonization’ dummy variable for describing subsequent years after the Declaration.
Since the main explanatory variable does not vary with time, I use the random-effects
model to address concerns about unobservable confounders. Especially, the random-effects
model is the best alternative when the fixed-effect estimator perfectly accounts for the timeunvarying predictor (Clark and Linzer 2015). The empirical goal of the statistical model
here is to retrieve the between-segment effect of native recruitment while minimizing the
influence from the segment-specific unobservable confounders. The use of the segment-level
fixed-effects is the most appropriate for the latter purpose, but it is unable to measure
the effect of time-invariant variables since all degrees of freedom at segment-level would be
consumed (Bell and Jones 2015, 139). Therefore, the use of the random-effects model is an
optimal solution for the empirical focus of this paper.
The potential threat to inference of using the random-effects specification is when the
level of correlation between the unit effects and the predictor variable is high. While the
unit effects are unknown, Clark and Linzer (2015) shows that the parameter estimates by
the random-effects model are likely to be unbiased when both the length of time and the
number of units are sufficiently large (Clark and Linzer 2015, 404–07). The structure of the
data accords with the sufficient lengths and numbers suggested by Clark and Linzer (2015),
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which alleviates the concern for the use of the random-effects.14

Findings
Table 1 displays the results of the time-series cross-sectional (TSCS) logistic regression
analysis of post-WWII nationalist movements. Standard errors are clustered at the segmentstates level to account for heteroskedastic error process and arbitrary serial correlation.
Model 1 and 2 report the baseline results using the continuous measure of native recruitment;
Model 3 uses the binary indicator, and Model 4 uses a measure of recruitment that is
normalized by the population of each segment. All models provide evidence consistent with
Hypothesis 1: the coefficients for native recruitment are positive and statistically significant
at the 95% level. Military recruitment, therefore, increases the likelihood of nationalism
regardless of how I measure the former concept. The finding also remains robust when using
the cases of WWII participants only (Model 5), using a survival model with the alternative
measure of the outcome variable (Model 6), using regional fixed effects (Model 7) and year
fixed effects (Model 8).
How substantial is the effect of native recruitment on the emergence of nationalist movements? Based on Model 2, I calculated the predicted probability of developing nationalist
movements in a segment when all other factors are held constant at their average values.
Increasing recruitment by 10% is associated with an increase in the probability of the emergence of nationalist movements by about 32% on average. Using the dichotomous variable
of native recruitment in each segment — whether recruitment occurred or not —, native
recruitment makes the average segment about four times more likely to develop nationalist
movements (about 2% to 8%). Furthermore, Figure 3 shows that the substantive effect of
colonial recruitment is large compared to other covariates in the model. For instance, the
average marginal effect of recruitment is about 38% higher than the effect of having a prior
14

With 100 units and 50 observations per unit, Clark and Linzer (2015) shows the root-mean-squared
error from the random-effects model converges with the one from the fixed-effects model in ‘standard’ case,
and the random-effects model performs a way better than the pooled-model even in the worst-case scenario.
With 154 units and 46 observations per unit, the use of the random-effects seems to be appropriate.
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Table 1: Regression Analysis of Post-WWII Nationalist Movements

ln(Soldiers)

Model 1
Baseline

Model 2
Baseline

0.298***
(0.0805)

0.228**
(0.0910)

Soldiers> 10000

Model 3
Baseline

Model 4
Baseline

Model 5
WWII Only

Model 6
Cox Hazards

Model 7
Regional FE

Model 8
Year FE

0.207**
(0.0918)

1.210***
(0.0844)

0.173**
(0.0827)

0.186**
(0.0764)

10.73
(10.05)

10.84
(11.84)

2.759***
(0.933)

ln(Soldiers+1/Population)

0.287**
(0.132)

World War II

9.920
(9.730)

10.10
(9.612)

8.326
(10.70)

Polity

-0.180
(0.176)

-0.174
(0.180)

-0.152
(0.176)

-0.302
(0.208)

1.001
(0.00398)

-0.177
(0.181)

-0.158
(0.141)

Occupation

0.218
(0.934)

0.372
(0.765)

0.649
(0.747)

0.178
(0.893)

1.695
(1.111)

0.727
(0.944)

0.146
(0.806)

0.826***
(0.310)

0.620**
(0.279)

0.894***
(0.344)

1.013*
(0.00793)

0.845**
(0.333)

0.642**
(0.264)

ln(Metropole population)

-3.158
(2.942)

-2.968
(2.943)

-2.986
(3.192)

-0.980
(3.443)

0.953
(0.0387)

-3.293
(2.965)

-3.465
(3.710)

Local institutions

0.461
(0.904)

0.536
(0.922)

-0.0149
(0.810)

0.544
(0.904)

1.005
(0.0233)

0.429
(0.900)

0.368
(0.836)

Language heterogeneity

-0.989
(0.930)

-1.205
(0.960)

-0.782
(1.121)

-0.781
(0.994)

0.781
(0.731)

-1.665
(1.045)

-0.581
(0.780)

Prior-state

1.257
(0.783)

1.286*
(0.683)

1.130
(0.824)

1.200
(0.774)

2.319**
(0.836)

1.437*
(0.795)

1.029*
(0.604)

Establishment year

-0.0171
(0.0485)

0.00940
(0.0480)

0.0450
(0.0560)

0.00674
(0.0584)

0.971
(0.0240)

-0.0356
(0.0467)

0.0234
(0.0511)

Sea contiguity

-2.991**
(1.480)

-2.501*
(1.399)

-2.694*
(1.527)

-2.970**
(1.492)

0.291*
(0.192)

-2.696*
(1.573)

-2.243*
(1.328)

Decolonization

0.738
(0.556)

0.767
(0.556)

0.392
(0.575)

0.288
(0.626)

0.748
(0.547)

0.290
(2.036)

114.2
(111.0)
Yes
2874

8.752
(125.3)
Yes
2874

ln(Segment population)

Constant

0.509
76.92
25.57
-29.20
0.570
(0.794)
(114.6)
(115.5)
(131.6)
(149.6)
Metropole FE
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Observations
3142
2874
2874
2776
2632
2423
Standard errors in parentheses. Controlling for the time dependence of outcome variable, I use t, t2 , and t3
(Carter and Signorino 2010). t, t2 , t3 , metropole, regional and year fixed effects are suppressed in the table.
Model 6 reports the hazard ratio.
* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01
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history of the state or state-like entity. Given the fundamental role of the past history in
constituting national identity, the impact of the recruitment seems to be quite substantial
(Anderson 2006).
Figure 3: Predictive Probability of Nationalist Movements: Average Marginal Effects

Note: The confidence interval at 95% level.

The theory also has an implication concerning the effect of military experience over
time. The existing literature shows the effect of military service persists after retirement but
also predicts that the effect is likely to decay after some time due to socialization, aging,
and dispersion (Erikson and Stoker 2011; Jackson et al. 2012; Jha and Wilkinson 2012).
These works report that the effect remains strongest five to ten years after retirement. The
pattern is also consistent with the historical accounts that describe nationalist uprisings after
WWII as mostly instantaneous events after demobilization.15 Figure 4 plots the predicted
15

For instance, see Zimmerman (2011).
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probability of nationalist movement onsets as a function of native recruitment and time. The
figure illustrates that the difference of the predicted outcomes between two groups — the
segments with recruitment and the ones without — is positive and statistically significant
during the next eight years after the war. Afterward, the two groups converge, and the
difference between them is no longer statistically significant. The pattern provides evidence
consistent with the theory’s expectation that the effect of WWII native recruitment is likely
to be a short-term one. Furthermore, the fact that the effect changes over time reduces the
chance that the finding was simply driven by the segment-level differences that do not vary
with time.
Figure 4: Predictive Probability of Nationalist Movements Over Time

Note: The confidence interval at 95% level. The model is estimated with the variable-time
(recruitment-t, t2 , t3 ) interaction terms (Carter and Signorino 2010). Other than this, the model is
identical to Model 1, except it uses the onset as an outcome variable and the dichotomous measure
as an explanatory variable. In Appendix A1, I also report the conditional marginal effects of native recruitment, including controls. It similarly shows that the effect is positive and statistically
significant until the first five years after the end of WWII and decreases in the late 1950s.
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To test the robustness of these findings, I conduct a series of sensitivity analyses in Appendix A2. In Appendix A2.1, I use alternative measures of native recruitment by changing
the threshold values of its binary indicator. The finding remains robust to the choice of
threshold values.16 Also, I show that the finding is robust to alternative measures of control variables (ethnic heterogeneity, local institutions, having a prior-history of state, and
metropole regime type) in Appendix A2.2. In addition, one might wonder the former Soviet Republics are similar to other segments, considering their geographical locations next
to Russia and in Europe. Therefore, I reestimated the baseline model by excluding each
country from the estimation sample in Appendix A2.3. The finding is generally robust to
dropping the segments of single countries.17 Similarly, the results remain robust if I exclude
the potential outlier segments from the sample. Lastly, since the main explanatory variable
does not vary with time, one might wonder if the finding is generated by artificially inflating
the number of observations. Adjusting for the time-varying components, I reestimated the
baseline model with cross-sectional data. With this specification, the number of observations
decreases from 3,462 to 113. The coefficient of the logged number of soldiers increases from
0.237 to 0.306, which is statistically significant at the 99% level. In sum, the results from
the additional analyses support the main finding: native recruitment in WWII is positively
associated with the emergence of post-war nationalist movements.
16
Furthermore, the results provide additional evidence consistent with the theory that the coefficient
of recruitment increases as higher threshold values were used. It implies that the effect on nationalist
movements is stronger when the size of recruitment is large, which supports the hypothesis. Simultaneously,
the standard errors also increase when the threshold values were set higher, reflecting that the measures with
higher thresholds treat some of the recruitment cases that successfully developed nationalist movements later
as non-recruitment cases.
17
I removed the Soviet Union, Britain, France, the United States, Japan, and Italy individually from the
full sample. The coefficients for native recruitment are positive and statistically significant at the 90% level,
except the case of excluding the French segments (p-value of 0.143). This suggests that the theory applies
well, especially in the French cases, where the grievance of native soldiers in the French military was reported
to be higher than the other cases.

23

Further Addressing Endogeneity
The previous empirical analyses addressed concerns about endogeneity by controlling for
the observable indicators that could confound the observed correlation as well as using the
random-effects model, which accounts for the unmeasured segment-specific factors. Some
may remain concerned, however, that the findings merely reflect circularity: segments with
a higher potential to develop nationalist movements recruited more soldiers in WWII. One
could argue, for instance, states strategically targeted the segments with a growing sense of
nationalism to cost them a ‘blood tax’ (Echenberg 1975). Also, recruitment could have been
a policy tool to integrate the nationalist segments with the metropole, similar to the strategy
often implemented in the post-civil war context (Samii 2013). Following these arguments,
states can use recruitment as a controlling device either to punish or to further integrate
nationalistic segments. If these arguments are true, the recruitment should have been levied
more heavily against the segments with a growing sense of nationalism.
However, even if an endogenous process is at work, it likely points in the opposite direction. First of all, states worried about the possible blowback from arming the highly
nationalistic populations. States bear a higher risk when they recruit from nationalistic segments since the soldiers could always turn against the states and possibly play a leading role
in secessionist conflicts. For instance, Japan abstained from the active conscription of the
Korean population since it couldn’t “trust” that the Koreans were loyal to the Japanese rule
(Pyo 2014, 99). Also, Japan worried that the recruitment would increase the level of interest
in politics among the Korean mass and would lead to the demand for a larger representation
of the Koreans in the government (Pyo 2014, 99).
Furthermore, the cost of recruitment was likely to be higher in places where nationalists
held some political power. In such places, states had to bargain with the nationalist elites
for securing their support in the recruitment. For instance, the Indian National Congress
launched the Quit India Movement in August 1942, which refused to fight in a war before
independence was granted (Muni 1977). The set of episodes suggests that given these con24

cerns and costs in the segments with a high level of nationalism, recruitment should have
been rather less likely in the highly nationalistic segments. Even if the endogenous process
was real, therefore, it should attenuate the effect of colonial recruitment rather than amplify
it.
To further address the endogeneity issue empirically, I exploit the segments which had
already developed nationalist movements prior to WWII. The rationale here is that we
should observe more recruitment cases in the segments which already developed nationalist
movements if states were to punish or integrate segments through the recruitment policy.
On the contrary, if states worried more about the backfire and costs from recruitment, as I
argued, we should observe that the recruitment should have been less likely in the segments
which already developed nationalist movements before the war.
Figure 5 provides supportive evidence for the latter hypothesis that colonial powers recruited less from the segments where they were concerned about nationalist movements.
Figure 5a shows that the average number of recruited soldiers was about 20% lower in the
segments which already developed nationalist movements before WWII. Using the crosssectional data, I also estimated the effect of having developed nationalist movements before
WWII on native recruitment in WWII, controlling for the number of segment population.
Figure 5b shows that the predicted probability of recruiting more than ten thousand soldiers
was significantly less in the segments which had developed nationalist movements prior to
the war. These results suggest that the earlier finding is hardly an artifact of colonial powers
recruiting more from the places where the risk of nationalist resistance was high.
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Figure 5: Number of Soldiers: Nationalist Movements Before WWII

Note: Figure 5a shows the mean number of soldiers by whether segments had developed nationalist
movements before WWII or not. Figure 5b shows that controlling for the number of population in
segments, the segments which developed nationalist movements before WWII had a substantially
lower chance to be recruited. The prediction is generated by holding the number of population at
mean in the sample, about 730,000 with the confidence interval at 95% level.

Micro-Level Evidence on Individual Attitudes and Behavior
The theory suggests that the WWII soldiers played a key role in developing nationalist movements because they were critical of the colonial governments and had stronger
mobilization potential. The previous analyses provide macro-level evidence consistent with
a key observable implication of the theory that colonial military recruitment is associated
with a greater likelihood of an emergence of nationalist movements. However, we cannot
determine, based on the preceding tests, whether this is because veterans were more likely
to be dissatisfied with colonial rule and have greater capacity to act collectively. There-
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fore, I present some individual-level evidence that military experiences influenced the WWII
veterans’ group behavior and attitudes.
In addition to some illustrative cases provided in the theory section, there is substantial
qualitative evidence that WWII soldiers were active in anti-colonial war and protests during
the post-WWII period. In Madagascar, about five thousand soldiers rallied to support the
Malagasy nationalists in 1947 (Weigert 1996b, 15). Most veterans were dissatisfied with
how the French colonial government treated them; sometimes, they were even drafted for
manual labor in the French camps. In addition, the WWII veterans also helped organize the
movement more effectively to fight the colonial government. The Malagasy veterans applied
their experiences in the French military and led the insurgents with an extensive structure
of command and control, rank, and logistics (Weigert 1996b; Cole 2003). Weigert notes how
the Malagasy veterans recalled their experiences: “for us, soldiers of the great war, who
acquired experience and modern technique · · · and then, having done all the campaigns of
Europe for five years · · · now we are Home, and we free our dear country” (Weigert 1996b,
14).
Shiroya similarly finds a significant impact of WWII veterans’ military experience on the
Kenyan nationalist movement. As individuals, military experiences in the British Armed
Forces made the Kenyan veterans politically more conscious and enlightened than nonveteran populations (Shiroya 1968, 5). A series of defeats of the colonial empires in WWII,
especially by Japan, led the Kenyan soldiers to believe that “a European was no better than
an African” (Shiroya 1968, 204). Fighting alongside the British in Asia, the soldiers also felt
empowered with their contribution that saved the British from defeat. After returning to
their homeland, the Kenyan veterans were disappointed by the colonial government’s insufficient compensation and felt “betrayed, left out, and forgotten” (Shiroya 1968, 205). Overall,
Shiroya points out that WWII veterans spread the idea and experience they earned during
the war to non-veteran counterparts, consequently contributing to the Kenyan nationalism
(Shiroya 1968, 220). Organizationally, the Kenyan WWII veterans also played a significant
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role in the Mau Mau Uprising in 1952 both as leaders and rank and file insurgents (Weigert
1996a, 29).
In Asia, the impact of military training was more pronounced in the organizational side
of the theory. During the Japanese occupation of Southeast Asia, Japan trained lots of
indigenous people under ‘independence armies’ in the Philippines, Indochina, Burma, and
Indonesia. The ideological aspect of this military experience in Asia could be distinguished
from African soldiers’ experiences in which the colonial military and its government fought on
the same side. On the contrary, the indigenous armies in Asia were raised with the purpose
of resisting the former colonial governments. Hence, many of the individuals recruited and
trained by Japan had already held the motivation to fight against the colonial government
even before joining the army (Lebra 2010, 167).
Yet, the Japanese military training was still significant in generating collective group
behaviors after WWII. The Japanese military training provided indigenous soldiers with the
techniques and norms useful for organizing collective actions (Lebra 2010, 170–84). ‘Spiritual
training’ or seishin, one of the basic principles in the Japanese military training programs,
underscored the importance of self-discipline and endurance of each individual in the group
action.18 The effects of the training last after the war; many Southeast Asians in the 1970s
even mentioned that they still felt the influence of it (Lebra 2010, 170). The norms of
self-discipline and endurance were crucial for organizing and operating the post-war armed
forces. These armed forces were directly fed into the independence wars, most notably in
Indonesia (Lebra 2010, 176–77).
In addition to qualitative evidence, I provide some quantitative analyses on the effect of
WWII participation on later group behaviors and attitudes.19 It would be ideal to use the
data from people who served in colonial militaries right after the end of the war, but such
data do not exist. Therefore, I test whether WWII military service influenced the individuals
18

Some noticeable examples include prohibiting religious activities amid the military operations. See Lebra
(2010, 170).
19
For a similar empirical strategy, see Scheve and Stasavage (2010).
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in the way the theory described in the paper using the American National Election Study
(ANES) data, instead. The 1952 ANES provides a unique opportunity to systematically test
the theory because it specifically asked the respondents whether they served in WWII. Furthermore, the survey includes valuable information on the respondent’s later organizational
affiliation and their viewpoint about the society after the end of the war. While it is beyond
the scope of this paper to discuss how WWII experiences influenced the American public
in detail (Schreiber 1979; Nesbit and Reingold 2011), the experiences of the US veterans
can serve as an additional test whether the earlier empirical findings support the theoretical
story, not some other underlying process.
The survey includes a randomly selected sub-sample of 234 male respondents who were
asked whether they served in WWII, and 75 did. The sample is restricted to males given
that only one female respondent in the sample served in WWII. Using this data, I employed
logistic regression analyses of the respondents’ group membership status and worldview
controlling for various individual and demographic characteristics.20
Model 1 and 2 in Table 2 show that WWII veterans were more likely to possess a group
membership than non-veterans. Especially, Model 1 and 2 show that veterans are not only
active in social organizations,21 but also in other groups, including labor unions, business or
civic groups, professional groups, fraternal organizations, neighborhood clubs or community
centers, nationality groups, and neighborhood improvement groups that often aim to provide
club or public goods. Furthermore, veterans were also more dissatisfied with the American
society they faced after returning to the US than non-veterans. The survey asked the respondents about their view on whether there is plenty of opportunity for average people to have
chances to achieve what they want in society.22 The negative coefficient on WWII service
20

I control for the following individual-level variables: party identification, ethnicity, age, religion, education level, and household income, and also demographics: regions and the number of population.
21
In the ANES categorization, this includes fraternal organizations and veteran organizations.
22
The original question is: “Some people say there’s not much opportunity in America today — that the
average man doesn’t have much chance to really get ahead. Others say there’s plenty of opportunity, and
anyone who works hard can go as far as he wants. How do you feel about this.” See Campbell, Gurin and
Miller (1952).
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Table 2: Regression Analysis of Veterans’ Group Behaviors
Model 1
Social organizations

Model 2
Other organizations

Model 3
Much opportunity

WWII service

9.812***
(3.177)

3.323**
(1.526)

-4.903**
(2.089)

Party ID

1.388***
(0.477)

-0.0725
(0.231)

-0.155
(0.240)

Ethnicity

8.665**
(4.095)

-0.0763
(1.685)

3.415*
(1.989)

Constant

-16.24
(32.72)
Yes
Yes
Yes
167

7.480
(7.878)
Yes
Yes
Yes
169

-19.01
(2097.7)
Yes
Yes
Yes
104

Individual controls
Household controls
Demographic controls
Observations

Standard errors in parentheses
* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01

in Model 3 shows that WWII veterans were more dissatisfied than non-veterans with the
opportunity that society provides. In sum, the individual-level analyses provide supportive
evidence to the theory that military service influenced the WWII veterans’ group behavior
and attitudes, which increases our confidence in the theoretical mechanisms.

Discussions and Conclusion
In this article, I explored when and where the demand for new nation-states appeared
in the 20th century. I argued that the wartime experiences of veterans enhance the motives for participating in nationalist movements while also decreasing the costs of doing so.
Therefore, nationalist movements are more likely to emerge in the places where the colonial
powers recruited the native population. I tested this hypothesis using the original data on
WWII recruitment by colonial powers. A random effects analysis that controls for observable
confounders provided evidence supporting the theoretical claim. The main result remains
robust to alternative model specifications. The finding is particularly striking given that
states were unwilling to recruit from the colonies where they expected strong nationalist

30

challenges in the future. This reduces the likelihood that the result is an artifact of colonial
powers strategically recruiting in places where the risk of nationalism was high. Drawing on
the US survey data on World War veterans, I also provided individual-level evidence that
military experiences increased the post-war group activity and the motivation to do so.
The 20th century witnessed a surge of new nation-states. Previous studies examined this
trend from the perspective of the colonial powers, emphasizing under what conditions they
let go of their former colonies. The decision of metropole to grant independence, crucial as
it is, is only a part of decolonization, however. The era of decolonization started with the
rise of nationalist movements around the world, and it was their aspiration for independent
statehood that pressured the colonial powers to make such decisions. Pearce describes the
British position in 1947 on the African decolonization that “political concessions would only
be granted when the nationalists had achieved the unity and popular support required to
insist on them, that is at the latest possible date” (Pearce 1982, 170). This paper contributes
to our understanding of state formation by exploring the origins of nationalist movements,
which played a vital role in creating the international system we see today.
This paper reevaluated the effect of war on state formation in the 20th century from
a different perspective. Boix and Stokes pointed out that “most studies of state-building
have focused on Europe in the modern period; the recent emergence of independent states
outside of Europe in the last centuries is not adequately explained by these accounts” (Boix
and Stokes 2007, 8). Echoing this idea, scholars have identified the important factors unique
to secession, which significantly advanced our knowledge on state formation (Spruyt 2005;
Roeder 2007; Fazal and Griffiths 2014; Griffiths 2015, 2016). While studying secession, this
paper revisited the classic idea that ‘war made states’ (Tilly 1992). Similar to the European
state formation in the early modern era, the paper showed that war facilitated the emergence
of new nation-states in the 20th century, too. Yet, it emphasized an alternative mechanism
from war to state formation: by altering the way people think and behave, rather than
accumulating coercion or financing the cost of war (Horowitz and Stam 2014). Using the
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established framework on how military and combat experiences guide future political actions,
the paper showed how war contributed to the birth of new states in the 20th century by
generating the demand for independent statehood.
This study raises new questions about the effect of colonial policies on the former-colonies.
It leaves open for further examination of how native recruitment influenced politics beyond
generating nationalist movements. Scholars acknowledge how states achieved independence
left a profound legacy on regime type, patronage politics, and conflict propensity of new
states (Lemke and Carter 2016; Kenny 2015; Denk and Lehtinen 2019). By forming a
strong indigenous political power, native recruitment could have a lingering effect on postindependence politics. Lastly, while most nationalist movements during decolonization endorsed the entire population in each colony, some minority ethnic groups launched their own
secessionist movements (Heraclides 1991). The colonial governments often recruited some
ethnic groups more than others; they sought the martial tribes (commonly called as ‘martial
race’) as their primary source of local police and military forces (Brands 2005). Identifying
how the colonial policies affected ethnic identification in newly independent states represents
an important future research agenda (Robinson 2014).
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