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Abstract

Security is a primary agenda of any state. The samery true of Ethiopia and Kenya both
of which have under gone several security relatetiofrs affecting their bilateral relations.
Apart from pastoral communities located in and ardutheir common border area
competing over natural resources, there are sevetiar factors that affect their relations.
The objective of this research is to unravel theusgy factors affecting Ethio-Kenyan
relations. Methods used for this research includmsultation of available secondary
materials on the issue and interview with resoyreesons in relevant institutions. Hence, to
compile this research | used both primary and sdeoy data. In the border areas of
Ethiopia and Kenya, conflict between and amonggraist communities, competition over
water and pasture lands around the border, cattistling, contraband trade, the movement
of OLF around the border in both countries, thdurfof Ethiopian refugees in to Kenya are
the major sources of insecurity in the two coumtiidateral relations. Relations of the two
countries on the other hand are smooth and basawborinterference in the internal matters
of the other. The research concludes that Ethicpia Kenya, having palpable security
threat from the failed state of Somalia, used dstedtegy for their common security issue
from neighbor Somalia. They hold common positiorthim peace process of Somalia and
Sudan, and protecting their border from infiltratidy various armed groups. Despite the
common efforts of the two countries, to solve adnfietween and among their pastoralist
communities, analysis of the research findings stimt serious confrontation continue to
exist in the border areas.



CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
1.1Background of the Study
There are various themes on which states estabiisteral and multilateral relations.
Ensuring common security is among these themes. iShparticularly true when states are
neighbors and share common borders. In achievioy goals states use both bilateral and
multilateral forums. States involve in these forumsiddress their security concerns. African
states since the time of decolonization have beenking to mitigate the impact of colonial
legacies on their security relations.

Up on its establishment, the Organization of Afnicdnity (OAU) has emphasized on
decolonization and territorial integrity of Africastates. It was also asserted that the inherited
boundaries would remain intact. This is mainly heseaof the fact that African boundaries
are artificial colonial formations. If an attemgt made to revise one country’s boundary, it
will be difficult to address the claims of otherrisan states. Even though most African
states accept the intactness of the colonial baiexjahere are some that attempted to alter
the nature of the boundaries. Ethiopia and Kenyabath supporters of the statues-quo.
These states, however, have a common neighb@&@adrealia that demands the rearrangement
of the boundaries. Somalia is a state born withatienda of ‘Greater Somalia’ which aimed
at uniting all Somali speakers in the Horn of AficThis became a security concern for

Ethiopia and Kenya and brought the two states roloise to each other.

Following the independence of Somalia, Ethiopia &w®hya were exposed to irredentist
movements in Ogaden Region and Northern Frontistridi, respectively. Subsequently,
they have established a Military Pact in 1964 tfetused against the then Somalian
government. Even though the main cooperation oftwtecountries has been over security
matters, there are also agreements on other aspects

Ethio-Kenyan relations can be traced back to dexadlbe formal relations of the two
countries commenced after Ethiopia opened its dateswffice in Kenya in 1945. Even

though Ethiopia enjoyed good relations with theood@l! British administration, it supported

1



the Mau Mau Movement that was fighting for Kenyarddpendence from the British
colonial rule. After Kenya got independence in 19€% relations of the two countries
further strengthened. Kenya opened its consulat&didis Ababa (Ethiopia) and Emperor
Haile Sellassie paid a state visit to Kenya in 13ignificant achievements were made: they
demarcated their common boundary, abolished viseesyand established a military pact in
1964. They also formed boundary administration cabemsand held frequent meetings and
reached common understanding on the use of Tramimdary resources. During the
Imperial regime, Ethiopia allowed Kenyans to use @mo River. The relations of Ethiopia

and Kenya in the Haile Sellassie era were cooperéiielete, 2005).

The Ethiopian Revolution of 1974 has changed tHeigal, economic and societal structure
of the Ethiopian state. The monarchical system aadished by a military junta known as
Derg. This radical, middle and lower rank militaggoup established close relations with the
socialist camp that included USSR, East GermanyGarzh. The internal political dynamics
of Ethiopia in this particular time was fragile;ettDerg regime was in constant power
struggle with armed opposition groups in urban amdl areas. This incident was important
because the inclination of the military governmemt Ethiopia for proletarian
internationalism was perceived to be dangerousK&mya in view of its pro-West stand.
Surprisingly, the Derg continued Ethiopia’s smomghations with Kenya. According to the
1964 Military Pact, Ethiopia earned Kenyan suppluting Somali invasion of Ethiopia in
the year 1977/78 (Nigussay, 1977:65; Okumo, 197714b). Until the fall of the Derg
Regime, Ethiopia and Kenya continued their amicablations. In 1980 and 1987 they
reviewed the military pact of 1964. Besides, thedleader Col. Mengistu went to Kenya
before he fled to Zimbabwe in May 1991. This incidedicates the extent of the relations

of the two countries even in difficult situations.

The coming of the EPRDF government in Ethiopia iayM.991 opened an opportunity for
cooperation in the Horn of Africa. The new govermnemphasized on peaceful co-
existence with neighboring states. This period shdhe continuation of the friendly

relations of Ethiopia and Kenya. In 1991 a Tredti#endship and Co-operation was signed

between the two states. Article7 of this treaty bagized on cooperation in the areas of



irrigation, water resources and energy. MoreogeNMemorandum of Understanding was
signed in 1997on political, social and economic pavation. It identified 18 fields of
cooperation on different spheres: border secuintynigration, refugee matters etc (Abebe,
2010:50-58; Moi, 2002).

The threat from terrorists is a major factor thatshed the two states for enhanced
cooperation in security areas. Both countries sedférom terrorist attacks at different times.
For example, the 1998 attack on Mombassa and taekabn American Embassy in Nairobi
are the major ones for Kenya. The 1995 assassmaiitempt on the former Egyptian
President Hossni Mubarek in Addis Ababa, the 20@83rkillings of Chinese Oil workers
and Ethiopians in the Somali Region of Ethiopia e major blow by terrorist and armed
opposition groups that are accused of having a Vith Somali extremist groups. In
response to this, Ethiopia and Kenya tightened gesurity cooperation. Ethiopia intervened
in Somalia in 2006 to weaken the Union of Islamicu@s (UIC). Kenya also provided
support for Ethiopia by closing its border with Sadia to deny hiding place for defeated UIC
forces (Ploch, 2010:5-14). There are also annueddsocommission meetings between the
two countries in which they discussed their segyibblems in and around their common
border areas. In these meetings officials fromttyeecountries, local community leaders and
IGAD officials participated in order to identify oomon problems and seek solutions from
both sides (IGAD, 2009).

Ethiopia and Kenya share Omo River, but they hatdarmulated binding legal framework
on the utilization of the river. However, Ethiopgabuilding hydro electric power project on
this river. Some Kenyan members of parliament a@iON have opposed the building of
projects on the Omo River. The Ethiopian and Kengfiicials discussed the issue, Kenyan
government delegation visited the constructiontsagid they are convinced that the project
will not affect the flow of the Omo River (EthiopiaEmbassy in London, 2010; IGAD,
2009).

Ethio-Kenyan relations have peculiar charactegstal Ethiopia’ neighboring states are

Arab League members except Kenya, Ethiopia and &eesain pro-West for most of their



patterns of alliance, Ethiopian national securtseat has always been from the north, not
from south, no issue of irredentism from the Kengale, the Oromos of Kenya seem to have
been contented with the system, integrated in & dbuntry’s politics and economy. In
addition to this the current situations of the twawuntries: the building of Gilgel Gibe 1,11,111
and the intended IV&V are affecting the relatiorfstioe two countries. The pastoralist
conflict in the common border areas of the two d¢oes, the ever increasing threat from

stateless Somalia makes this study topical.

1.2 Statement of the problem

Ethiopia and Kenya have security cooperation fonyngears. As mentioned earlier they

have military pact since 1964 and that was reviewmeti980 and 1987. Despite this, their

security concerns are still in place in view ofethifactors viz: First, after Somalia became a
failed state, several armed groups have begun tigperand challenged the two countries.

Second, pastoral communities of the two countriessed their common boundary and
competed for resources such as pasture land aner,vaatd raiding the cattle’s of one

another. Third, Ethiopian armed opposition groupFQlave also operated in their common
border area (IGAD, 2009).

Both Ethiopia and Kenya have security concerns dlation to Somalis in their own
territories and along their common boundaries. Digaden Region of Ethiopia is inhabited
by large size of Somali population. This regionaiplace of confrontation between the
Ethiopian government and the ONLF. The region shhoeder with Somalia, and therefore,
ONLF easily get access to training and military f@m its ethnic groups in Somalia. The
instability in Somalia for example, provided hurdithousands of refugees in both Kenya
and Ethiopia. Besides, terrorist groups cross thentaries of the two states and caused
appreciable harm to the peace and stability ofdpihi and Kenya. Further more, the NIF
(National Islamic Front) that governed Sudan urtlerinfluence of Islamic radical leaders
was exporting Islamic ideologies to neighborindeggPloch, 2010).

In short, Somali irredentism, terrorism, insurgerdvements, pastoral conflicts and influx of

refugees are among the common security relatedriattat affect the close relation of the



two states. This study looks into the relation hesstw Ethiopia and Kenya with particular
focus on the security issues which these states haen encountering for some time and

which have the potential to affect their bilatehtions.

1.3General objective
The general objective of this study is to look iEthio-Kenyan political and security
relations in tackling both their domestic and exétisecurity threats.
The specific objectives are to: -
» Explore the security concerns of the two counttieg demand the common
actions of the two countries.
» Evaluate the major challenges in safe-guardingpeaee and stability of
Ethiopia and Kenya.
* Access the major prospects for co-operation betvighiopia and Kenya in
maintaining the security of their border area.
» Examine the result gained from the involvementhaf two countries in the

peace process of Somalia and Sudan.

1.4Methodology and Methods of Analysis

The study attempts to look in to joint securityi@e$ of the two countries. To this end the
regional and domestic security issues are discusgaty both the pastoralist communities in
Ethiopia and Kenyan side into consideration. Thetion Frontier District of Kenya and the
Ogaden region of Ethiopia are important in the uson since they have clashed with Al-

Shabbab in Somalia that has implicated terrorist imcKenya, Somalia and Uganda.

1.4.1 Methods of Data Collection

The study has used both primary and secondary datse are books, Journal articles,
newspapers, and government publications. In additiostructured in-depth interviews were
conducted with officials at Kenya Embassy, Ethiopidinistry of Foreign Affairs, and with
academics who has multiple advantage for this saslg source of primary data. The tool

that |1 have used to select my informants is pusgsampling, where respondents are



selected on the basis of certain predefined purpb$eve chosen institutions that are

working on the area of diplomacy of the two cowegninder study.

1.4.2 Methodological Approach

Qualitative approach of research method is apphedssessing information gathered from
the above different sources. This is basically bseaof the very nature of the study that tries
to understand the complex security relationshipmfravithin. Data for the study were

collected in-depth and have been analyzed desezipti

1.5Scope and Limitation of the Study

The study takes into account mainly the securispes at the expense of economic and
cultural relations of these two neighboring cowedriPrimary data obtained for the study
from both sides are not balanced due to finanaidl #me constraints. Financial and time
constraints have impinged greatly to access méeiiam Kenya. However, with limited
availability of data, analyses have been made withaich affecting my efforts to realize the

overall objectives of the study.

1.6 Significance of the Study

Ethiopia and Kenya are found in the area that igaskated by natural and man- made
disasters. The two countries have been vulnerablerfedentist movements and terrorist
groups that have link with neighboring countriehisT situation has escalated following the
fall of Said Barre Regime in Somalia in the yea®1l®Vhen Somalia became a failed state,
different Islamic extremist groups hidden in Somalkhallenged the peace and stability of
the region in general and Ethiopia and Kenya irtigaar. There are frequent conflicts
between and among pastoral communities in the combwyder areas of Ethiopia and
Kenya. Cattle rustling, contraband trade, and tlowement of armed Ethiopian opposition
groups are major security problems of the two ceesit The involvement of local
communities in government efforts of stopping chiin the border areas among pastoralist
groups is significant. Besides, the local authesitf both countries frequent meet to address

the conflict issues at their common border. Hetitis, study is important for the analysis of



the above-mentioned security problems. Its findimgk help for researchers and policy

makers.

1.7 Organization of the Study

The study is organized in five chapters and a emieh. Chapter one presents the
background of the study and methodological issGbsapter two explains relevant theories of
international relations which are vital to analyzéateral relations as well as conceptual
frameworks of interstate relations. Chapter thriseus$ses the historical background and the
geopolitics of the area. Chapter four assessesledgals in Ethio-Kenyan security
cooperation in relation to combining their effods safe- guarding their national interest.
Analyzing the prospects of the two countries inradging their common security threats is

the concern of Chapter five. The study comes terahby giving summary and conclusion.



CHAPTER TWO
THEORETICAL AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWOR

Introduction
This chapter consists of two major sections. Th& Section is the theoretical framework
that provides some important theories relevanthe security concerns of Ethiopia and
Kenya. International relations theories are usednalyse inter- state relations. The second
part is the conceptual frame- work which has thgppse of clarifying and defining concepts
that are being used in the remaining parts of tieys

2.1 Theoretical Framework

The development of states is uneven. Because ®thby differ in their economic, military
and political powers. States interact in the ird¢éional system to achieve certain goals that
are not necessarily compatible. The national isteod states is the prime mover in their
interaction in the international arena. All gowaents of the world have definite national
interest. The sovereignty, territorial integrityydaindependence of states are for example,
primary national interest of states. Certain ecaoanterests are considered as secondary,
based on their importance for that particular stateen though states possess legal equality
the international system does not see them in efgading. This difference between and
among states are created because of their econonifiteyy and political strength. The rich
states have various instruments of violence, armh@uic muscle that can punish those
countries that are against their national inteM&ak and poor states do not have any one of

these elements of national power.

The role of power is important in the relations sttes because the inequality in their
relations emanates from their power difference. odding to Olson and Fred
(1968:79),”Power is the ability of an actor to ughce and impose its will on the other”. This
shows that the relations of states operate in tydesinner due to the maintenance of power.
Universal moral principles do not serve as relidbl@ to lead state actions. “International
politics is a struggle for power between states:ghrsuit of national interest was a normal,
un avoidable and desirable activity” (Morgenthu48p

Morgenthu further went on his discussion:



Politics is governed by objective laws which hewar roots

in human nature and human nature has not changedesi

classical times, states advanced their nationakriegt by

relying on power, Environment plays a vital roleshaping

interests that determine political Action (Morgemth1948

cited in Burchil and Linklater, 1996:76).
International politics can be explained as différamys of international system among
sovereign states and it could be conflicting orpmoation. Conflict could be controlled in
order to realize cooperation. Within this internaal system, states strive to preserve their
primary interest: sovereignty of state and its iterial integrity. States will sacrifice
whatever they have to this end (Chandra, 1995:%stHd987:124). Conflict between states
is inevitable in an international system withoutolgl authority which can enforce
international obligations. Unlike domestic poldithere is no compulsory jurisdiction in
international politics. Besides, there is unbridjeagap between states in realizing their

national interest (Burchill and Linklater, 1996:72)

Following the end of Cold -War politics, the geohipcal significance of the Horn of Africa
region declined. The super powers of that time, RS8d the US, withdrew their support
from their allies Ethiopia and Somalia, respectivdihis situation attracted the attention of
regional powers namely Saudi Arabia, Egypt and.lfidre coming of these predominantly
Muslim states in the region has threatened therggai Ethiopia and Kenya. Ethiopia has a
sizable Muslim population and historical clash,hamitrab states because of their stereotype
naming Ethiopia as “An Island of Christianity”. Tlenyan Muslims, small in size, do not
guarantee Kenya from risk of repeated terrorisacktt(Alxander, 2003: 630). The study
believes that some element of Ethio- Kenyan ratatioould be taken as the attribute of
realism. The emphasis of realism is that statestrapped with conflicting interest this is
seen in some of Ethiopia and Kenya relations. Tretegy of Emperor Haile sellassie was
providing appreciable amount of military aid for rigsan nationalist fighters without
affecting its relations with the colonial power that country. For example, Ethiopian
government was supporting the Mau Mau movementanyld while having good relations
with Britain, the colonial power in Kenya. The adlos of the Kenyan border against Somali

refugees in 2006 Ethiopian intervention in Somalwallenged the interests of the Kenyan



Government. Even though Kenya’s denying accesaubloevable Somali citizens who fled
from the war between the Ethiopian forces and WiGamalia was against international law,
allowing the refugees to Kenya had the risk ofting terrorist groups that were hidden in
side refugees (Belete, 2005:2-7; Redres and Re#0@9).

Acharya(1996:3) argues that international relatiomsld be observed in terms of “structural
properties of the international system, specialfytlee distribution of power.” In his
explanation of international system, he states that

In anarchy states seek security through self-haher by increasing

their own military and economic capabilities andtbrough alliance

with stronger powers. But security can only be actd in a limited

way, because of the operation of the “security rditlea”, where by

attempts by any state to improve its security lguamng the means of

power provokes other states to follow suit, theyeréndering the

initiating state as insecure as before (Acharya®Qd:8).
According to Acharya (1996:3), neo-realists disagwith the idea that international
institutions are important in shaping state behaaitd encouraging peace, they rather argue
that international institutions are mere servarftp@wver holders. Hence, the neo- realist
advice is all self-help system to be ruled by abeé of power dynamic preserved by super
powers. If we see Ethiopia in 1990 it was vulnezalar series of attacks by Al-ithad Al -
Islamiya in Ethiopian cities. International institns did not help Ethiopia to protect its
sovereignty from this islamist group. Only afted ®/US and other powers extended their
support for fighting terrorism. Another situatiomih might suggest the neo-realist position
is the Ethio-Eritrean War in 1998. Here again thie tountries fought bloody battles in order
to protect their interests. The role of the intéoraal institutions in protecting the peace and
security of the world states is weak. Eritrea foarmaple is accused of violating international
law by its neighbors many times, but no internalomstitutions have stoped this
confrontation between Eritrea and its neighboratTé why Ethiopia repeatedly complained
as it is directly affected by Eritrea’s move in @mgy training and deploying several anti-
regime Ethiopian opposition groups. Kenya also seduof Eritrea’s disturbing role in the
region by helping Somali terrorist groups includiAdrShabbab; these groups attacked
Kenyan cities and hotels (Moller, 2009:31-34).Tletations of Ethiopia and Kenya, their

actual and potential security problems and the thay react to it has neo-realist element.
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Above all the neo —realist perception of the anarchternational system and the way
countries followed in addressing their threat eitbg themselves or forging alliance is

visible in policies and actions of the two courgriender study.

The previous discussion on neo-realist theory sstggehy Ethio-Kenyan relations should be
strengthened in the current regional and dometgtiat®n of both countries. There are also
other schools of thought that believe in the rofeinbernational institutions in reducing
conflict in the international system. Their cenid®a is that “long term mutual gains is often
more rational than maximizing individual short-tegains”. This theory argues that states
are capable of forging co-operation mainly becafsheir mutual interest. For them, states
have not only conflicting interest but they haveoamutual interests that force them to come
together (Goldstein, 2001:112-11). The continuinghidpia’s involvement in the
peacekeeping activities in Darfur, Sudan and thetilhg of Somali peace process in Sodere,
seem that its foreign policy is shaped towards gedco-existence and co-operation. War
and instability in any of her neighboring countsyperceived by Ethiopia as a danger to it,
too. In the same vein, economic growth and peaagther countries will help Ethiopia to
have larger market for its products (Moi, 2009)higpian government’'s Growth and
Transformation Plan (GTP) which envisages Ethigp&iergy to be five fold in five years
time and its agriculture output to be doubled ie Bame year. Kenya also planned in
1997”industrial transformation to the year 2020'cRatly Kenya launched another plan that
envisaged Kenya to be a middle income country iB02ADB,2009). These plans can only

be met if and only if the security concerns of Bfiia and Kenya are addressed.

It is worth mentioning Prisoners Dilemma (PD) Gaasdt rises important issues concerning
the possibility of co-operation in the internatibsgstem as a plausible task. The Prisoners
Dilemma Game is a condition in which “rational pay will choose moves that produce an
outcome in which all players are worse off than amd different set of moves. They all
could do better, but as individual rational actdrey are unable to achieve these
outcomes.”(Goldstein, 2001:112-114)
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Another important term for discussions of co-operabetween states is reciprocity, which
is a principle that shows co-operation between @ndng nations in the absence of central
authority. For Goldstein (2001:112-114), “reciptgcis a response in kind to the others
actions. A strategy of reciprocity uses positivarfs of leverage as promises of rewards (if
the actor does what one wants)”; simultaneoushgés negative forms of leverage as threats

of punishment (if the actor does not refrain frooing) what one does not want).

The present Ethiopia’s government foreign policypbasized on good relations with
neighboring countries. Conversely, it has helpetdMsPA following the implications of the
Sudan government in assisting extremist religiowsigs against the Ethiopian government
in the 1990s. The position of the Ethiopian goveentmon the Somali factions that have
shown anti-Ethiopian tendencies also reciprocatgedhélping another group that is not
inimical to Ethiopia. This policy shows the concegtreciprocity is important when we

discuss Ethiopia’s relations with neighboring coigst (Moi, 2002).

The relationships between Ethiopia and Kenya, Badtotection of their security have been
taking place on the basis of the prevailing donsgsggional and international balance of
power system. As their security concerns have miffecauses and effects, the remedies are
also different. Therefore, no single theory canabpelied for the security concerns of the
countries under study. Nonetheless, the reseaehto show some of the theories that are

most relevant in studying the security concerngheftwo countries.

2.2 Conceptual Framework
2.2.1. Inter- State Relations

Independent states interact with each other incheafr certain advantages. In the words of
Chandra (1979:5), “three important things relevamtinternational politics are national
interest, conflict and power.” For him, nationakerest is the objective, conflict is the
condition and power is the means. Deutsch alsa@diout the inter-dependences of any two
states what so ever quarrel they are facing, topemtion of another is needed in one form
or another. He further went on his argument thae ‘government of neither state can get

every thing it wants without some cooperation whetyoluntary or involuntary on the part
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of the other.” This means that, one state can ndgginst the interest of another unless the
other allows the negative consequences. In suah taes leader of the two states will strive
to win from the situation by what ever means whishHess costly and better (Deutsch,
1978:165). Another author Kopstein and Lichbachebek that the world is partitioned in
different states and these states are often inotemngth one another. States are sovereign,
they posses strong defense institution to saferdgteeir external securities; they exchange
ambassadors with other states and belong to thebdglclub of states”, the UN. His
explanation is important in understanding the urdalde relations between states in their
day- to- day activity. Kopstein and Lichbach peveeli the current world situation as follows:

Inequality and poverty, the gap between North aodtlg is a global
problem. Disease and epidemics are global problewonic plague,
influenza, and smallpox were problems of human kind AIDS is now
every one’s problem environmental problems are alsw@ global. We are
part of a single ecosystem, and, hence, envirorahdergradation global
warming, energy conservation, and water pollutioe global problems.
In sum, it is not possible for a country to isolatself from global
economic trends, cycles, and shogkspstein and Lichbach 2005: 18).

States have certain interactions namely; diploma@r, trade relations, alliances, cultural
exchange, and patrticipation in international orgatons and in those cross-cutting issue
areas. Politicians of one state can behave in perative or conflictual manner, extending
either friendly or hostile behavior toward the athation (Goldstein, 1992:5).

In the same vein Ethiopia and Kenya establisheztstdte relations immediately after Kenya
got its independence in 1963. These relations bawe through different regimes, ideologies
and political atmosphere. Ethiopia is non- colodigtate in Africa while Kenya was ruled by
British colonial administration. During that timEthiopia had diplomatic relations with the
British government and there was an attempt to dem® Ethio-Kenyan boundary.
Additionally, Ethiopia established consular officeNairobi and she used to support the Mau

Mau movement (Belete, 2005).

After Kenya got independence Jomo Kenyatta becamdirst president of Kenya. Kenyatta
had close relationship with Ethiopian Emperor H&Hlassie. This friendship translated to

peaceful relations between the two states. Ethiigpilae first country to open its embassy in
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Kenya and Kenya also opened its embassy in Ethidpgiay have peacefully demarcated
their boundaries and established boundary admatistr commission (Negussay, 1977: 50;
Moi, 2002: 99-105).

The change of government in Ethiopia in 1974 hdshna the cooperation between the two
countries. Kenya extended its support when Ethiopas invaded by Somali Army in

1977/78. The presence of USSR in Ethiopia and doptson of Marxism/ Leninism by the

Ethiopian military regime had not broken the smoatations of the two states (Chazan, et
al, 1999: 393). The current Ethiopian governmesb gderceives Kenya as a country which
has central role in Ethiopia’s development and g8Bcut strives to establish strong trade
relations with Kenya and to use Kenya as a bridgeannect with Eastern and Southern
Africa region. Kenyan government also views Ethéops a dependable ally; they usually

hold the same position in continental and regiafi@irs (Moi, 2002).

From the above points we can see their commonipoditat the current global conditions
prescribe, the importance of inter- state relatiwhsther the country is poor or rich strong or
weak they all are interconnected via various issNessingle actor can ever address global
problems. States cooperate at regional and gl@vald in order to conduct their business
without taking into consideration their differendasideology level of development and the
political system they follow. Climate change, teism, world economic crisis among others

has attracted the attentions of world states.

2.2.2. Bilateral Cooperation

Many scholars agree that modern state systemeasent phenomenon despite the presence
of earlier state system. However, these state isgsteere unstable and limited to certain well
defined areas like Greece, ltaly, China, and Indraj there were no considerable contacts
between any two areas. From thel648 Treaty of WWeBfpon wards modern state system
was established, followed by the Treaty of Utrechét3 and the Congress of Vienna in
1815 establishing fundamental tenets of internatiqguolitics; namely alliances, balance of

power and diplomacy. The establishment of the LeaguNations in 1920 and its successor
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the UN in 1945 has contributed to a more comprdlienstate- to- state cooperation
(Chandra, 1979: 42-46).

In the contemporary world a significant part ofeirsictions between states system is the
cross-cutting and numerous national, regional aothad) problems arise and require the
attention of more than one state. Governments moodsly interact to deal with those
common issues. They sign treaties which are sat@fato both sides. This process is named
as collaboration or cooperation (Holsti, 1976: 50%). According to Holsti, cooperation can
happen in different situations and most of collative interactions occur between two
governments with a matter of common cause. Brazd dapan for instance annually
negotiate a trade deal; Pakistan and China arraimdene communications between Rawal
pindi and Peking or two African countries agreeéonarcate their common boundary. There
are also extensive non- institutionalized collabors between and among states that is
called as “pluralistic security community” in which

Two or more states have many transactions and stinemnstant

interaction, but not necessarily created formal amgation for

cooperation. However, the distinguishing features tlke pluralistic

security community is that all the relationship veeén the units are

predictably peaceful and, when conflicts ariseythee normally resolved

by compromise, avoidance and awards rather thathlbsats, deterrence,

force etc(Deutsch, 1959: 5 quoted in Holst976: 505-506).
Deutsch’s believe is that Canada and the UnitedeStare amalgamated security
communities. For him, the litmus test for the exigte of security community are; when the
politicians of two or more countries and their s do not consider the possibility of
mutual warfare and when the two or more statesarefidm allocating resources for military
buildup against each other (Deutsch, 1959: 5 guoteHolsti). Ethiopia and Kenya have
fertile ground to be a pluralistic security comntyrbecause they full- fill the distinguishing
features of pluralistic security community i.e. nalmnost five decades passed since Kenyan
independence, the records of relations betweebhmbeountries is predictably peaceful and
when occasional conflicts arise around their bortteey peacefully resolve them. Besides,
these countries do not consider the possibilityaf between them and they have not built
up military power targeting each other. Rather &tfa has planned to export electricity to

Kenya and Kenya offers her Mombasa port to be dsednport/export trade. Moreover,
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Ethiopia and Kenya work hard by forming CEWERUSs tliot Early Warning and
Response Units). The building of Lamo port for Bghan international trade, and the
building of infrastructure which is aimed at contieg Ethiopia and Kenya is evidence of the

level of cooperation between the two countries ([52009).

Like wise, Ethiopia was a member of the League aidhs and has used this as a seed of the
current African block in the UN mainly because exckiberia and Ethiopia, many African
countries were under European colonial administnatHence, Ethiopia raised the issue of
apartheid government in South Africa that was Yiota the rights of indigenous South
Africans in the UN general meetings. The issue adégia that was ruled by white minorities
was taken by Ethiopia to the UN. Further more, &ilda was as a member of decolonization
committee in the UN. Ethiopia becomes a seat otddnNation Economic Commission for
Africa and a head-quarter of the OAU (OrganizatainAfrican Unity now the African
Union, AU). Today Ethiopia hosts more than hundeetbassies of states of the world and it
is a seat of many international organizations. phesence of embassies in Addis Ababa
facilitates Ethiopian bilateral relations with trest of the world (Taye, 2010: 54-65).

To sum up bilateral cooperation is a profitablejgrbin which the parties cease to allocate
human and other resources for military purpose emghged in development endeavors.
When we look at the Ethiopia and Kenyan cooperatibe two countries benefited much,
and their interaction in many forms is exemplaryaraple for the rest of the African

continent.

2.2.3. Security

One of the responsibilities of states since eatiees is protecting the territorial integrity of
the state and the well being of their citizens. @ae also argue security is one of the
broadest and most common objectives of governm8&etsurity is not merely the security of
life and limb of peoples; rather, it means maintex@aof peace. To preserve the peace one
must overcome or challenge force. Hence, peacetislways maintained and the world is

exposed to security problem at various point o&t{ipeutsch, 1978: 211).
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The establishment of international institutionsoigrotect the security of world states. When
the League of Nations was founded in 1920 for exanifs preoccupation was the security
of world states. Similarly, the UN emphasizes om $kcurity of world states. If we look at
article 2 (4) “All members shall refrain in themternational relations from the threat or use
of force against the territorial integrity or patal independence of any state, or in any other
manner inconsistent with the purpose of the Uniiadions.” Hence, the UN charter is in
favor of the security of member states. Similaifyhas granted a right of states when they
are invaded. Article 51 says:

Nothing in the present charter shall impair theenént right of individual

or collective self defense if an armed attack oscgainst a member of

the United Nations until the Security Council halseth measure necessary

to maintain international peace and security ( UNa@er 1945, cited in

Lowe, 2007: 71-75).
As ancient state, Ethiopia encountered a numbdorgign military forces; Ottomans of
Egypt, Dervishes of the Sudan, Italians, Somalre] Eritrea. The 1896 Battle of Adwa
signifying Ethiopia’s victory against Italian coliahpower has multidimensional implication.
During the World War 11, Ethiopia was occupied lgly, initially, both France and British
and other colonial powers in the area were in faybitaly, when Italy joined the axis
powers, British forces combined their armies witthi&pian patriots and they helped
achieve the independence of Ethiopian State in IBfkkakis, 1998: 17; Nigussay, 1979:
47-71).

Security could be both internal and external. Tiwe states under study (Ethiopia and
Kenya) have witnessed security problem from withand with -out. Indeed, many scholars
agree that the internal security problem of statethe Horn of Africa has a link with the

external. The involvement of Egypt and other reglostates that wanted to export the
ideology of radical Islam in the region and theserce of trans- boundary settlement of

pastoralist groups extend conflict in one countryhte other.

Currently, the ‘failed state’ of Somalia is theseéd bed of terrorism’ and many more, global
terrorist groups like Al- Qaeda that use Somalia ascruitment, training and deployment of

their forces to the neighboring countries of Efidoand Kenya. The repeated bombings of
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Al- Itihad Al- Islamia in Ethiopian capital and itscursion to Somali Region of Ethiopia in
1990s forced Ethiopia to launch successive miliampaign deep inside Somalia. Domestic
armed opposition groups who have a link with Sorfaadtions like ONLF were operating in
Ogaden. After the UIC waged Jihad on Ethiopidaitked the TFG and heavily involved in
Somali politics. Kenya in its part witnessed teisbbombings in Mombasa in 1998 attacks at
US embassy in Nairobi and at Israeli Hotel (Pla2®10: 5-14). Kenya and Ethiopia have

faced security problem since they started diploonatiations.

The study conceives security as a common concesall states regardless of their political
structure, economic power, and ideological orieotatWhen states share boundary, their
security issues will be even greater. The movenoémastoralist communities along their
cattle in search of pasture land and water, thkratfon of armed opposition groups towards
their military targets, the threat from terroristogps that settled in and around porous
borders of weak states, the exodus of refugees fmam thorn states are major security
concerns of Ethiopia and Kenya.
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CHAPTER THREE
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 Historical Factors Affecting Ethio-Kenyan Relatians.

Ethiopia is an ancient state in the Horn oficr It has been forging relations with the
European colonial powers that were engaged in ddnagnthe Horn of Africa. Ethiopia’s
development is linked with the formation of thel&ed Christian kingdom in the northern
part of the country during the fourth century A.Markakis, 1974:13).As a gradual and
incremental process, the territory expanded to gbath and incorporated the present
southern parts of the country. On the other harehy got its present statehood after the
coming of colonial powers to the area. Nonethelddferent African groups settled in today
Kenya, before the coming of colonialism. The twgartant groups the Mausai and Kikuyu
experienced nomadic life and sedentary agricultusspectively (Joseph, 1993:502).
Initially, Kenya was given to the Imperial Britidhast African Company by the British
government in 1888. After seven years the Britiskiegnment held formal administration.
Among the outcomes of the colonial administratithe, building of the Rail Road between
Mombassa and Lake Victoria and the distributiotanje amounts of land to white settlers
are important (Joseph, 1993:502).

In the last quarter of the 19th century, the preseap of the Ethiopian state was drawn.
Emperor Menelik was in a constant competition Vitiropean colonial powers in the border
areas of Ethiopia with its neighbors. As a resitilthis competition, Menelik expanded his
domain towards south, whereas, the predominantpearo colonial powers ruled the rest of
Horn of African region. Therefore, instead of Afits Ethiopian neighbors became
European colonial powers: Britain, France and ltaljese powers competed among
themselves in the scramble for Africa. Especiallytésn and France fiercely fought to

control Blue Nile in the Fashoda area. The stratefythe Ethiopian Emperor at that

particular time was displaying Britain over FranEeance over Italy. This approach of the
king helped in the independence of the EthiopiatesiThe turning point for the relationships

of the Ethiopian state with colonial European paniaerthe region was the Battle of Adowa.
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This war signified the freedom of peoples of Etligofsom colonial rule because, Ethiopia
won the modern lItalian army in 1896.The major ootes of Ethiopia’s victory over lItaly
was that for the first time in history black peop®n modern European army and all
colonial powers in the region including Italy reoaged the independence of the Ethiopian
state (Joseph, 1993:502; Woodward, 1996:14-32).

After ten years of the Adowa victory, a Tripartifeeaty was concluded by Britain, France
and Italy on Decemberl13, 1906.This provided for dedineation of zones of economic
interest in Ethiopia while they were prepared tketainder their protection in cases of
turmoil and internal disorder (Scholler, 1985:28e%e colonial powers which had been
encircling Ethiopia by controlling its neighborslized the policy of divide and rule within
and amongst African societies. Furthermore, theyckmled many treaties on behalf of the
interests of these African states on issues whiemaw potential sources of conflict. Among
others major issues were Ethnic relations, boundamgarcations, and on the utilization of
Tran’s boundary water resources. The colonial pswéat had ruled the neighboring
countries created conditions which later provedaocauses of future internal instabilities
between and among neighboring countries. Ethiopgotiated with European powers that
ruled the neighboring countries. In view of Eth@pi peaceful relations with Britain and
France, its boundaries with Djibouti and Kenya ddd result in serious problem. Where as,
Ethiopia’s border with Somalia and the Sudan predumnflict (Markakis, 1998).

The brief occupation of Ethiopia by Italian coldngower in the year 1936-1941, was the
change in the external and internal political dyitanof the Ethiopian state. The Emperor
went to exile to Britain and intensified his diplatit campaign against the invading Italian
forces. Haile Sellassie met Jomo Kenyatta and ddfigcans in London and in the process,
the personal friendships between Haile Sellasste Jomo Kenyatta grew. During ltalian
invasion of Ethiopia, Kenya was used for the movaneé Ethiopian independence fighters.
As the Second World War started, Italy benefitedrfithe presence of two powerful groups
that did not want to denounce the Italian invasibithiopia. When lItaly decided to join the
Axis powers, Britain combined its forces with Ethi@n patriots and restored the Ethiopian

independence in 1941.The invasion of Ethiopia enaikd the legitimacy of the League of
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Nations because, it failed to protect the sovetgigsf member state (Belete, 2005:2-7;
Joseph, 1993:502). The restoration of power by HEampklaile Sellassie, in 1941, was
accompanied by a policy of incorporation of Eriteegad Ogaden. The Emperor approached
the US, and he full filled both of his objectivés.return for this, Ethiopia granted Kagnew

Station in Asmara, for the US communication base.

The Ethiopian government opened its consulate airdi; Kenya in 1945.This condition
benefited the relations of the two countries. Iteaeded its support for the Kenyan
independence Movement (Mau Mau) and helped thditf Jomo Kenyatta when he was
detained by the British colonial rule. Ethiopia ragowith other African states established
OAU (Organization of African Union) in 1963.The ctea of the OAU required African
states to respect the colonial boundaries. Thizemause; African boundaries are artificial
colonial creatures. If one state claimed a charfgde statues-quo it would be difficult to
stop the claims of others. Nevertheless, the Sostalié was born with revisionist approach;
it wanted to join all Somali speaking people in tegion under a single political unit, called
as ‘greater Somalia’, 'the five stars’. Both EtHesppnd Kenya were confronted by irredentist
movements. Thereafter The Northern Frontier DisimicKenya and the Ogaden region of
Ethiopia became instable. Northern Frontier Distat Kenya saw ‘shifta war’, 'bandits’
from 1964-1968.The Ogaden region of Ethiopia weninstability for long time. Ethiopian
army fought with the Somalia force (Global Secudty; Woodward, 1996:90-95).The
relations of Ethiopia and Kenya grew following timelependence of Kenya in 1963.Kenya
opened its consulate in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. [Haelers of the two countries paid a state
visit to each other. Among the results gained s particular period, the 1963 boundary

agreement, the 1966 Visa abolition are important.

The deposition of the Ethiopian Emperor in 1974 dat alter the relations of the two
countries .The military government continued Etrag smooth relations with Kenya
despite its Socialist oriented ideology. Kenya sissi Ethiopia in the 1977/78 Somali
invasion of Ethiopia. The Kenyan government waevedid Ethiopian access to the port of
Mombassa when the Eritrean rebels blocked the Rimoports. The Derg regime reviewed
its military pact against Somalia in 1980 and 18B@th, 2004).
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Post 1991 Ethio-Kenya relations following the sgmaéh as earlier times. In 1991 a Treaty
of friend ship and cooperation was signed betweenwo states. In 1997 Memorandum of
Understanding on the political, social and econoocai@perations was a comprehensive “it
identified 18 fields of co-operation on differenphgres; border security, immigration,
refugee matters, legal matters, information andatbroasting.” The relations of the two
countries have been tested by the movement of fnoopposition group, OLF (Oromo
Liberation Front) the officials of the two counsi@long with local communities in their
common border area usually consulted about the mewie of this armed opposition group
and the security concerns created due to the OEBidBs, conflict issues in the common
border area such as, cattle rustling, Contrabaadkfrthe issue of refugees is identified and
the solutions were forwarded by the local commansitiFurthermore, Ethiopia and Kenya are
sharing trans-boundary resources; there is no fgntéigal framework in the use of these
common resources. Hence, when Ethiopia startedyuliie Gibe River, a trans-boundary
River shared by the two countries, a lot of consenere raised by members of Kenyan
parliaments and NGOS. The Ethiopian and Kenyandrigifficials held discussions on the
issue. Ethiopia agreed to sell 1/3 of electric pogenerated from Gilgel Gibe Il to Kenya
(Abebe, 2010; IGAD, 2009; Schlee, 2003).

3. 2Geo —political Settings

Ethiopia and Kenya are found in extremely strat@gisition that their international relations
always subjected to inquiry by different global amgjional actors. The two countries are
situated along the Red sea, Suez Canal and Indi@arO The Red Sea is a vital line for
international trade among the Far East, Europetla@duslim Empires of the Middle East.
The area is also characterized by strategic ressuiiche Nile basin has played a pivotal in
providing a line of communication and gave risecitalizations like that of Ancient Egypt
(Mordehai, 1980: xv).

The Red Sea and the Gulf of Aden have linked ndfdst Africa to the Eastern
Mediterranean, the Near and Middle East and Far. Eag Indian Ocean is used, as line of

communication, between East Africa, the Middle Edstlia and the Far East (Bahru,
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1998:7). Historically the greater Horn of Africa sva strong hold of the Axumite kingdom
which had strong relations with the Greco-Roman ldvorhis kingdom later adopted
Christianity and extensively engaged in trade i@fat with European powers. The expansion
of Islam in the Red Sea coast posed great dangéndoAxumait kingdom and it is believed
to be one of the causes for the collapse of treatgpower. Again after the rise of Solomonic
kings, the area witnessed numerous competitionglddyal powers like Ottoman Turks and
Portugal and regional powers such as Ethiopia aggbt These forces mobilized vast
resources to control the area and exploited domesititical turmoil in Egypt and Ethiopia

(they fought proxy wars).

For instance, when Ottoman Turks backed Gragn Ahwied was fighting the Christian
Ethiopia, Portuguese came to save Ethiopian stai®41 (Mordechai, 1980:98). Similarly,
during Ethiopian intervention in Somalia in 2006,&nya and Uganda supported Ethiopia
while Egypt, Iran, Yemen, Djibouti and, Syria wemnefavor of UIC. It appears that religion
is still important in the politics of the region (Mer, 2009:33).

In the period of scramble for Africa, Britain, F@and Italy intensified their competition on
this strategic area. Britain took Sudan, Kenya British Somaliland; France gained French
Somaliland (Djibouti) and Italy owned Italian Soinfertdd and Eritrea. For some writers,

Ethiopia is also considered as black colonizer toampeted for more land with Europeans
others believe Ethiopia has incorporated the lesttory during previous time (Woodward,

1996: 14-32).

If we look at the- Cold War period, the bipolar teys used the area. The US established
strong relation with Ethiopia and Kenya while, th&SR went to Somalia. These super
powers made the region highly militarized followitigg Ethio-Somali war of 1977/78.Before
the overt-through of the emperor, Ethiopia wasaselally of US and Somalia inclined to
USSR. When the Derg came to power in September,184US became increasingly
critiques of Dergs human right violations and almaredi military aid for Ethiopia. This
situation led the Derg to embrace USSR while, Samairns to US. Middle East Arab
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countries also wanted to extend their Arab-Israxeiflcct to the Horn of Africa (Lefebvre,
1998:611-643).

After the collapse of communism, the area abanddneduper powers and the regional
Islam states wanted the Red Sea to make an Arah dsea& process, Ethiopia lost Eritrea and
consequently sea access and Somalia became saté=sdes, Egypt and Saudi Arabia,
Iran highly involved in the Horn politics. Sudaragéed exporting Islam to the neighboring
countries. Hence, currently the Horn of Africa igeriencing various odd things including
war, anger, and poverty. It is the source of rddlstamic groups that are harvesting
thousands of causalities in the failed state of &@(Attilio, 2003: 629-631; Dagne, 2002:
12-17).

The survival of Ethiopian state could be seen asracle mainly because the burning desire
of Ottoman Turks, Portugal, Egypt, Britain, Franmed Italy to control the area. And
Ethiopia fought all of them. While Ottoman TurksdalBgypt remain at coastal areas of the
Red Sea, Italy was highly ambiguous to colonizeidpia. The 1896 Adowa victory made
Ethiopia as equal state with European powers; tla@ye to Addis Ababa and signed treaties.
Italy came in 1935 and able to occupy Ethiopiaffee years. Otherwise Ethiopia remains
independent (Joseph, 1993: 502).

Before the coming of colonialism, there was noestattoday Kenya but different African

groups placed to the area. The two important grabpsMausai and Kikuyu experienced
nomadic life and sedentary agriculture respectiyébseph, 1993: 502). Initially, Kenya was
given to the Imperial British East African Companyl1888, while it was after seven years
that the British government came to hold formal smistration. Among the outcomes of the
colonial administration, the building of a railroadtween Mombasa and Lake Victoria and

the distribution of large amounts of land to wistdtlers are important (Joseph, 1993: 502).

The geopolitical setting of present-day Ethiopid &enya is highly affected by the legacy of
colonialism. Different pastoral groups were sematdtom their pasture land, water and so

on. However, Britain as the colonial master of Karhad relatively good relation with
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Ethiopia and, at least, Ethiopia had opened heswan office in Nairobi in 1945 (Belete,

2005:7). When Haile Sellassie was in exile, he nfaglguent contacts with Jomo Kenyatta.
After Ethiopia got independence the Emperor usesufgport the Mau Mau Movement and
help the families of Jomo Kenyatta when he was isomed by the British colonial

administration (Belete, 2005: 2-7).

Ethiopia and Egypt have always been in disagreegmmnterning the use of the Nile waters,
but these days Ethiopia is not alone. All Nile Basbuntries with the exception of Egypt and
Sudan hold common position and they have signeagaeeement which denounced the 1959
Egypt and Sudan agreement on the exclusive useeoNile by them. Kenya and Ethiopia
played a central role in convincing Uganda and rothg stream states to hold similar

position.

The new emerging global powers China and Indiarigleanderstand the geo- political
significance of the region and they are extensieslgaged in Ethiopia and Kenya. Ethiopia
hosted Chino-Africa Forum and the Chinese officiplemised to increase investment in
Africa. They have also agreed to give large summainey for Ethiopian Growth and
Transformation Plan (GTP).The plan aims to regisignificant improvement in energy
sector, infrastructure development including raysjathe countries export revenue also
planned to increase by five fold. Indians are itiwgsin agricultural sector; they have
extended their support by providing debt for théigtian government for infrastructure
development. Turks, Saudi Arabians investment asxd from time to time. The finding of
large volume of oil in Sudan, the military present&S and France in Djibouti territory is a

plus for the ever increasing importance of the @k@aubel, 2010:6).

Kenya is found in a strategic position that it usedink the Horn of African countries to
eastern, southern and central African countrisspdissession of the coast of Indian Ocean is
also important for the landlocked countries likdiBpia. When we look at Ethiopia, it is
center for all the Horn of African countries, itasbs border with all of them, and is a water
tower of Horn of Africa (Woodward, 1996:1). In nh&dl, Kenya and Ethiopia are found in
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highly strategic area and that they are alwaysemalole to super power intervention and

global issues including terrorism.
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CHAPTER FOUR
CHALLENGES IN ETHIO-KENYAN SECURITY COOPERATION

Introduction

This chapter deals with three sub sections thatlaveted for assessing threat from stateless
Somalia, Kenyan domestic security challenges amibfiin domestic security challenges.
Under threat from stateless Somalia the studyse# those core issues that are affecting the
security of Ethiopia and Kenya; terrorist threatHthiopia, terrorist threat in Kenya and
refugee influx from Somalia to Kenya. Kenyan dontesecurity factors will see those
factors intimately related to Ethio- Kenyan relagoespecially those related with border
areas namely, the issue of the influx of refugeeshfEthiopia and the presence of Ethiopian
insurgent groups in Northern Kenya. The Ethiopiamdstic security factors will see those
issues that are responsible for insecurity in Ftiaio territory and that have claimed the
support of Kenyan government. In this connectiohe Tssue of Ogaden, contraband trade
and cattle rustling will be cited as challenges.

4.1.Threat from Stateless Somalia

Many authors consider the Horn of Africa sub regagrsensitive area in which terrorism and
counter terrorism interactions are taking places klso a breeding ground and hiding place
for terrorists especially of Jihadist type. Amoihg tountries that are located in the Horn of
Africa, Somalia is considered as terrorist pronentry. Its long coastal area, the absence of
central government for 20 years, its complete Muaspopulation have contributed for
Somalia’s number one position in hosting globataest group, Al- Qaeda and the more
radical regional group Al -Shaabab, which is nowmadwcting terrorist activities in Somalia
and its neighbor, Kenya, even going further to KalapUganda, Besides, Al-ltihad is
known for its numerous terrorist activities in Etpian territory made Somali save haven for
its destructive objectives(MQlIler, 2004: 20-22).

The independence of Somali state in 1960 has rmight good news for Ethiopia and
Kenya, which have sizable Somali population; the tveighboring countries suffer a lot,
Shifta war in Northern Frontier District (NFD) ineldya and the Western Somali Liberation

Front in the Ogden region of Ethiopia has beenrtgshe governments of the two countries.
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As Somalia got independence its pre- occupationtwasite all Somalis in the region under
a single political unit ,this agenda known as "¢ges&omalia”,” the five stars” the rational
behind this motto was that Somalis were severagatited by colonial powers into different
countries and after de colonization they must réeurThreatened by the over growing
danger from the Somali state Ethiopia and Kenyabéished military pact in 1964. Ethiopia
was invaded by Somalia in 1977/78 and a full sealewas going on. The coming of USSR
and Cuban forces helped Ethiopian military foreeshasing Somalia army out of the Ogden

(Woodward, P, 1996: 90-95; Global Security.org).

After the collapse of the Saide Barre regime, Som&berienced state collapse, hundred
thousand of refugees fled to Ethiopia and Kenyatheumore, the growing of radical Islamic
forces in Somalia repeatedly undermined the peacessability of Ethiopia and Kenya.
Therefore, in the next section of this study wel wée terrorist activities in Ethiopian soll

and Kenyan territory independently.

4.1.1.Terrorist threat in Ethiopia

Ethiopia is one of the Horn of African countriestihave been attacked by terrorist groups.
Ethiopia had been fighting terrorism alone. Theaasmation attempt on the former Egyptian
president, Hosni Mubarek in 1995, when he was cgrfin OAU summit in Addis Ababa,
was one of the dangerous acts by these fundanmsstatho wanted to disturb the whole
Horn of Africa region by exporting the ideology rafdical political islam to the neighboring
states. The assassination attempt was a turningt gor diplomatic relations of the
neighboring countries of Ethiopia, Eritrea and Sw&an because of the implication of the
Sudan government in helping islamist forces in dgion. The neighboring countries of
Ethiopia, Eritrea and Uganda responded for Sudants peace action by forming Addis-
Asmara-Kampala axis. They helped SPLA in ordeatmth a series of campaign and it was
successful in controlling several towns in the &o8tidan (Ploch, 2010: 5; Shinn, 2004).
Before the eruption of Ethio-Eritrean war, the s@grof terrorism in Ethiopia were Sudan
and the stateless Somalia. The assassination attemghe late Ethiopian Minster of
Transport and Communication Abdulmajid Hussen, #mogian Somali, in the heart of
Addis Ababa, when he came to his office was mastelad by ONLF (Ogden National
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Liberation Front). Besides, series of bombing, $imgp attacking hotels committed by AlAl
(Al- Ithad Al- Islamia) a terrorist group. ONLF arlAl have comparative advantage for
their evil project. Among others they use the &gt Somalia where they recruit and train
their members with out problem; they also collenafice to build their military power in
Somalia. They were also easily communicated intemal terrorist groups from Yemen,
Saudi Arabia etc. Finally, after they had comndittbeir terrorist act, they easily fled to
Somalia that is theoretically believed to have sewmty. Additionally, the Somali region of
Ethiopia is a huge territory and safeguarding tbace and stability of this region is a very
expensive duty (Ploch, 2010:5).

Having repeated attacks by these groups, the E#mogovernment embarked on series of
offensives both in Ogaden and even crossing theofbmali border chasing AlAl,
destroying its camp inside Somalia. The countechtt@aged by the Ethiopian government
was so destructive that AIAl never came to the boatea; rather, it had formed an alliance
with other groups in Somalia and tried to survbyecombining its forces around central
Somalia (Vermass, et al :2010). In spite of the flaat the Ethiopian government works hard
to protect terrorist acts, it has not yet achieitedjoals. Rather, terrorism continued to be a
great danger for the peace and stability of Etlsiopeave alone the terrorist groups inside
Somalia; Ethiopia has not yet eliminated the ONIFits own territory. So bombing,
fighting, attacks on hotels, and other tactics efdrist groups undermined the internal

sovereignty of the Ethiopian state (Dagne, 2002).

It was after all these attacks, counter attacks affiehsive that, the 9/11 accident was
happened. Hence, the USA president George W. Bagleav'War on terrorism’ and his ever
confusing words heard “you are either with us othwerrorist groups” and these words
responded by Iran “we are not neither with you with terrorist groups”. The Ethiopian
prime minister exploited the opportunity and hedsave were fighting terrorism alone, if
any one joins this endeavor we would like to saycame”. Moreover, US diminished its
conditionality’s like, human right, democracy amman. It simply pleased the one who was

joined the fight on terrorism as substantial créter
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The Addis —Asmara- Kampala axis had shortest Igansbecause the Asmara regime
invaded Ethiopia in 1998. It was a great blow toe tJS and Uganda who firmly believed

that the strong Ethiopia and Eritrea can contamitfiuence of Sudan in the region. US and
Uganda tried to settle the conflict peacefully. Hoer, the former friends EPLF and TPLF
were not narrow down their gap and this becameecéarsthe death of 70, 000 young and
productive forces from both sides. This time is amant in changing both the internal and
external political dynamics of Ethiopia. One of ttlear incidents was the rise of Ethiopian
nationalism that cooled down after the TPLF comedwer. According to some spectators,
Ethiopians all over the country jointly fought adeffeated the Eritrean belligerent forces and
forced Eritrea to withdraw from Bademe. Nonetheldsthiopian was able to control the

Bademe area and forced the Eritrean governmentctepa peace deal mediated by
international community. The outcome of the war West Ethiopia and Eritrea deported the
citizens of each other. However, the most dangeobadl incidents was the rift between the
executive committee of the TPLF. During this tinte attention of the Ethiopian

government was highly devoted to the war with Eatand its internal matters rather than
fighting terrorist groups (Tronvoll, 2009: 208-21Additionally, Eritrea becomes another
source of terrorism it is always accused of traingrming the UIC (Union of Islamic Court)

that controlled Mogadishu and known for its Islaraidremism. Eritrea does not share any
border with Somalia but its intervention is to d¢ee@nother front to weaken Ethiopian

government by providing military assistance toth€ (Medhane, 2001: 77-87).

When the May 2005 election was held the TPLF hademovered fully from the war with
Eritrea, and the rift in its inner core, and thesditisfaction of large size of Ethiopian
population feeling that the government sold theitary victory for the rhetoric of ‘peace
deal. EPRDF lost all seats in Addis Ababa, but;ote government declared state of
emergency even before voting was finalized. The tmain opposition parties CUD and
UEDF opposed what the government has done. And \lign supporters went to streets,
security forces opened fire and killed mainly destoators. When the new government
established in September 2005, the situation wasolged, rather the CUD leaders were
jailed (The Economist Intelligence Unit, 2010; Bats 2007:168-184).
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The year 2006 witnessed the intervention of Etl@osoldiers in Somalia in the pretext of
the UIC waged Jihad on Ethiopia and the TFG(Trat@smal Federal Government of
Somalia) invited Ethiopian forces to intervene, igpian armed opposition groups ONLF
and OLF used Somalia as their springboard for timditary incursions. Ethiopian soldiers
took little time to control Mogadishu. However, emiational terrorist groups came to
Somalia to assist the UIC. The TFG was not stresrgt despite the help of the Ethiopian
government, terrorist groups engaged in guerrijating and caused massive cost on the
side of Ethiopian soldiers. In turn, Ethiopian setd killed civilians, even women’s; this led
the human right institutions to condemn the acthef Ethiopian government (Ploch, 2010).
The ever hostile Somali attitude towards Ethiopt@nvested various militant groups. The
international community including USA wanted thehdirawal of Ethiopian forces. Ethiopia
is one of the poorest countries in the world and n@t able to carryout such a protracted war
in political and economic terms; Ethiopian forcashdrew from Somalia in 2009. For those
who calculated the cost/benefit analysis of Ethaapintervention in Somalia it was too
costly, the operation stops neither terrorist ferse Somalia nor in the Ogden region of the
Ethiopian state. Hence, Ethiopia is still preocedpwith the issue of terrorism (Ploch,
2010:8-15).

Recently, Al —Shabaab, a militant terrorist groonbmalia, committed terrorist attack in the
Capital of Uganda on civilians who were assembtesele the final world cup game inside a
restaurant owned by an Ethiopian. This event sugddbkat Ethiopian is at clear and present
danger from terrorist groups which reside in Somadind assisted by the Eritrean
government. The Ethiopian government commitmenffighting terrorism’ has not been

fruitful, the capacity of Al-Shabaab increased fréime to time even, to the extent that

planning, organizing and committing its destructegivities out- side Somalia territory.

It was after Ethiopian intervention in Somalia tiNILF killed Chinese and Ethiopian who
were doing their business in Ogaden. Later on theofian government waged campaign to
uproot the ONLF, series of human right violatioystibe Ethiopian soldiers including killing

civilians, burning houses and rape. These situatmmoduced fertile ground for recruitment

of many Ogadeny youth to the ONLF. Besides, thedmnght institutions condemned the
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act of the Ethiopian soldiers in Ogaden (Ploch,®02). The terrorist act also seen in the
Afar regional state after European tourists andemththiopians were kidnapped. The
Ethiopian government tried to make the people figg@dpproaching elders of Afar region,
and finally at least the Europeans got free. Saneblvement of terrorist groups invited the
coming of USA and establish the combined joined tasce (CJTF-HOA's), East Africa
Regional Strategic Initiative (EARSI), and the UShelping Ethiopia to counter terrorist
attack through helping Ethiopian military force@et, 2010: 47-49).

The main Ethiopians ally in the region Kenya is pa@ting in various ways. Kenya is also
actively participated in US various initiatives there devoted in fighting terrorism in the
Horn of Africa region. Moreover, Ethiopia and Kenyaed their long standing peaceful
relations in jointly fighting terrorism. Kenya follved the same policy in the 2006 Ethiopian
intervention in Somalia, it has extended supparfli®G. When Ethiopia fought in Somalia
the defeated terrorist groups fled to Kenya dutimg time; Kenya closed its border which
connected to the Somalia and those terrorists algieeto cross the boundary held by Kenya
security forces, they are detained and transfetwethe Ethiopian authorities (Redres and
Reprive, February 2009). According to Bjgrn MglB8(9:9), from 1998-2005 Ethiopian
was a victim of 15 incidents that resulted in 43tde and 191 injuries. Numerically,

Ethiopia witnessed the highest terrorist attactharegion.

The two neighboring states, Ethiopia and Kenyavayeking together for better life of their
citizens and the peace and stability of the reghometheless, Ethiopia is still vulnerable for
terrorist attacks and of course, many other graangsbehind the scene, giving financial,
moral and military support to anti-peace forces.wshave seen in the above section of this
study Ethiopia is in continuous struggle with teisb groups these groups use various
techniques in disturbing peace and stability ofi&ifan state. Hence, Ethio-Kenyan relations
should take into consideration this security issauas its negative role in diverting resources
from development programs to military and inteltige units.
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4.1.2.Terrorist threat in Kenya

Kenya is one of African countries that are vulnéab terrorist attacks. Its porous boarders
and weak security structure among others contribtive Kenya’'s exposition for terrorist
attacks at different point of time and place. Desjis limited Muslim population, Kenya is a
focal point of terrorist destination (Bruk, 201Q:According to Ayittey, the first terrorist
accident in Kenya was in 1979 on the Norfolk hdigllslamic Fundamentalist groups, that
opposed the act of Kenya government in allowingl$naelis Special Forces to use Kenyan
territory as a staging area to rescue hostagesiabE, Uganda, and the second was the
terrorist attack on US embassy in Kenya on Aug@881 The third was car bombing of an
Israel owned hotel and an aborted missile attackroairliner which is owned by an Israeli
(Ayittey, 2002; Ploch, 2010: 6). The terrorists diseirface to air missile that was bought in
Mogadishu arms market and smuggled to Kenya by|Ralza is now considered, top Al-
Qaeda leader in Somalia. Recently, the terrorisuggs committed suicide bombing in
Uganda, Kampala and 10 Kenyans arrested and thsuigide bombers were believed to be
Kenyan’'s and Somalis. This incident approved thaby& is one of the recruitment site of
terrorist groups who are conducted their projeas anly inside Kenya but also in the
territory of neighboring countries (Ploch, 20101@).

For Ploch, the “victimization narrative” of Al -Qda and Al -Shabaab is responsible for
radicalization of Muslim communities in Kenya, waéMuslim population is concentrated
largely in coastal and Northeastern provinces, iancertain Nairobi neighborhoods. Social
service delivery and infrastructure investmentsehbgen historically poor in these areas.”
Moreover, Kenyan Muslims misconception that theirgion is mistreated by the west is a
drive for extremism. Additionally, the Al-Qaeda arfl-Shaabab’s accusation of the
Christian crusaders of west powers interventioMumslim countries like Iraq and Somalia
helped them to buy the heart and minds of Muslmthe region (Ploch, 2010:16). The ever-
growing terrorist activity in Kenya is clearly olmged by the US government. Hence, US
have established various co-operations, aid progirémining Kenyans to win their war on
terrorism. One of US effort in fighting terrorism East Africa is drying terrorist financial
source in this endeavor US helped the establishofefinancial Intelligence Unites (FIUS)

in Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Tanzania,datyganda. Besides, US support on
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Terrorist Interdiction Program (TIP), Personal [diération secure comparison and
evaluation system (PISCES), Makes Kenya a higtripripartner along with Iraq, Pakistan,
and Yemen (Ploch, 2010: 16-22). Another programdaed by US the counter terrorism in
East Africa is (EARSI), under which:

Fostering regional counter terrorism efforts, buj@rtner capacity, and

diminish support for violent extremism. In 2003 Bush administration

announced the creation of the east African coutemorism capabilities

in Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia Kenya (Ploch, 201@430).
The most famous force which is fighting terrorismkast Africa is (The combined Joint
Task Force Horn of Africa (CJTF-HOA) and its missits “detecting, disrupting and
ultimately defeating trans- national terrorist gueuoperating in the region” and for US
officials “indentifying and destroying the terrdrithreat before it reaches our borders” is a
proactive action. CJTF-HOA’s headquarter is Campndeier in Djibouti, and has
temporary operating locations in Kenya and Ugafiéch, 2010: 26-29). However, the US
aim of fighting terrorism in east Africa (Kenya)us®zd by Kenyan forces for example “Some
rights activists have accused Kenya’'s Anti Terrolid® Unit (ATPU) of arbitrary arrest and
disappearances.” Muslim groups in predominantlyistian Kenya have repeatedly accused
the Kenyan government of using anti-terrorism messto persecute Muslim communities
(Ploch, 2000: 37). Despite Kenyan government effofighting terrorism and US support of
anti terrorism war, Kenya still, witnessed terrbastacks. Its porous boarder, with Somalia
and along its coast line and being a home to 3B0FMali refugees are among others the
causes of its vulnerability. Likewise, the presenté\l -Shabaab in Kenyan territory, there
are some information that Kenyan security forcestotd with Al- Shabaab forces inside
Kenya. The ever growing awash of small arms inréfggon and the existence of piracy in the
region threatened the Mombasa port. Besides, thmusations of Kenyan Muslim
community, on the Kenyan government, as its coutgaorism effort are discriminatory
(Ploch, 2010: 50-54).

Bjgrn Mgiller in his part argued that Islamic fundatalists have strong hold in Sudan and
they are now changing their site to Somalia andyderand this is probably harvested
additional force for their terrorist agenda. Famhil998 is the first year which has data for

international as well as internal terrorism. Th&8 &ttacks on the US embassies in Kenya
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and Tanzania is the worst case in which 1/3 oftdaati 90% total recorded injuries in that
particular region (Mgller, 2009: 7-8). From the y&898-2005, Kenya witnessed 6 terrorist
attacks and 304 peoples died and 5, 080 injuredngnthese attacks Al-Qaeda committed
three of them and the rest are not identified (Btg2009: 8-15).

As we have seen in the above part of this studyiopta and Kenya both are vulnerable to
terrorist attacks. They are also cooperating withWS in fighting terrorism. Nonetheless, in
addition to the past activities of the terrorisbyps, the temporary political atmosphere of the
two countries tells us, still there are clear anespnt terrorist attacks that are urging Ethio-
Kenya strong joint action. The presence of radMaklim groups in Kenyan coast also a
burning issue for the Ethiopian government becaiissants to use the Mombasa and the
Lamo port of Kenya. According to one Kenyan offici@thiopia is no more depend on the
Djibouti port entirely since great risk hovered @and that area and the newly establishing

Lamo port has relative security.

We can take that the prevalence of terrorist atiacKkenya has negative effect in Ethio-
Kenyan relations. Since the two countries engageddoperation in many fields, the

repeated terrorist attack forced the Kenyan govenirto divert resources from development
endeavor to building its military force, this movwbwarted the economic cooperation of the
two countries. Besides, railway project that is @mdonstruction in Kenya and believed to
accelerate movements of goods from Kenya to baaen of Ethiopia (Moyale) might be

destructed by anti- peace forces. If terroristésrbuild strong hold in Ethio-Kenyan border,
they can easily recruit Ethiopian refugees who wanmnigrate to South Africa in search of
better life. This trans-boundary issue needs coedeeffort of many stakeholders, the
Ethiopian government, the Kenyan government andntieenational financial institutions. If

the Ethiopian government create jobs for Ethiopianth at least the problem of refugee can
be solved, the Kenyan government in its part shtakké into consideration the problem of
its citizens in the arid and semi arid areas inegainand its coastal Muslim population in

particular this effort can dry the source of teisor. Finally, the international financial

! Interview with Machani Nathan,first Secretary aériyan Mission in Ethiopia on on Thursday15/11/2010.

35



institutions should lend money for both countriasorder to address the above-discussed

issues.

4.1.3.The Influx of Refugees from Somalia to Kenya

Somalia is one of the largest numbers of refugeduming countries in the world. Its citizens
flee to the neighboring countries mainly becauseiolence and humanitarian abuses by
various armed groups. Moreover, Somalis currendigolne vulnerable between fighting in
different groups; they are forced to recruitmenenkk, an estimated 600,000 Somali
refugees found in the region, some 323,000 in Kerd%4,000 in Yemen and 72,000 in
Ethiopia. This data makes Somalia a source of srgmount of refugees in the world next
to Afghanistan and Iraq (UNHCR, 2010; Mwagirw, 200B1). Somali refugees escaped
from southern and central Somalia in order to hanegection from their countries situation
which is full of risk “In the three weeks of JulY)20, 18,000 people have been displaced,
112 killed and around 250 wounded according talfreports from partners and agencies of
the ground” (Amnesty International, 2010). The nsiéication of war in Somalia since the
end of 2006 has resulted in the increase flow Gfgees to Kenya. However, the Kenyan
government had limited capacity to support thegeés. Human right institutions admitted
that Kenya forced to host a very huge number ofigeés to its territory. Hence, the
international community should support the Kenyasvegnment. Nonetheless, Kenyan
authorities restricted the rights of Somali refugyemd in 2007, the Kenyan authorities
blocked the countries 682km border with Somalia #w@dmain transit center in Liboi, which
run by UNHCR to protect those fleeing the war imadia between the Transitional Federal
Government of Somalia (TFG) backed by Ethiopianyaand the union of Islamic court
(UIC). The Kenyan government argued that the Uigbtiers whom it believed to have links
with Al- Qaeda, might enter in to Kenya and desiadbinational security (Amnesty

international, 2010).

After the closure of Kenyan boarder, security ferbave taken bribes from Somali asylum-
seekers, otherwise forced them to return to Somiglicaeover, the increasing over crowding
in the Dadaab refugee center and its consequentieediealth of the refugees is not well

considered by the Kenyan authorities. In the wafdsmnesty International:
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Some 280,000 registered Somali refugees are cahfoméhe three refugee

camps in Dadaab in North Eastern Kenya, Some 80@r&m the Kenyan

boarder with Somalia where their access to sheliater sanitation and

other essential services are impeded by severe owvding. As one

refugee said to Amnesty International “In Mogadislthere was life, but

there was no peace. Here we have peace but wermliée.” (Amnesty

International, 2010)
Many refugees reported that the Dadaab camps anparable to an open prison. Besides,
refugees are in-secured with other refugees and d&ve presence of members of Al-
Shabaab, there are limited security forces thatangrolling security incidents, additionally
some security forces misuse their authority onreéfagees around the camps. Moreover,
“urban Somali refugees are always harassed, adrestiitrarily detained, and at risk of ill
treatment by the Kenyan forces” (Mwagiru, 2010; Assity International, 2010). In the eyes
of Ethiopian and Kenyan officials, the coming ofgeurefugee from Somalia to Kenya has
profound effect. Firstly, Kenya has sizable Somalpulation that used to claim to unite with
greater Somalia, secondly radical Muslim groupsnfi®omalia are used refugee as a means
to hide them selves and pass to Kenya then comtitiugir operation in it. Ethiopia and
Kenya have close relation in security issues, fmtance Kenya closed its border when
Ethiopia intervene in Somalia in 2006, some UIC rhera were fled to Kenya even some of

them transferred to Ethiopia by Kenyan securitgést

As we have seen in the above discussion, Kenyappeéd in to two dangerous choices: one
is allowing Somali refugees to enter Kenya teryitarth out restrictions that entails the clear
danger of terrorist attack, meaning inside refugdese are reports that indicated the
presence of Al -Shaabab members and supporterssdtmnd is blocking its border for

refugees who are fleeing from Somalia, which i$ éfirisk, including death, and in search of
protection from such danger. These situations cooldsolved by the Kenyan government
alone rather the support of Ethiopia is badly nded@erefore, Ethio-Kenya relations should
tackle the refugee problem that has counter-proceigiroblem for the relationships of the

two countries.
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4.2.Kenyan Domestic Security Factors

4.2.1.The Influx of Refugees from Ethiopia to Kenya

The relative peace in Kenya has been attractirgelaumber of refugees from neighboring
countries of Ethiopia, Somalia and Sudan. The Bihio refugees have long history of
refugee life in Kenya. During the Italian occupatiaf Ethiopia from 1935-1941, Ethiopians
went to Kenya in order to escape from fascistg Itatist policies. The Ethiopian patriots

were using Kenyan territory such as to organize threedom fighting (Both, 2004:140-1).

After the restoration of Ethiopian independenceita8r was trying to hold Ethiopia as

“occupied enemy territory” and this situation mdgthiopia and Kenya under the same
authority (British administration). Shortly, Hailsellassie approached Americans and
reasserted his authority. In all these times thegioms of the two countries remained peace
full for the following main reasons. The friendlglationship between Emperor Haile
Sellassie and Jomo Kenyatta, the foreign policythe two countries, stress on non-
interference in the internal matters of anothetrestaoth countries was pro-West, unlike the
other Ethiopia’s neighbors’ Kenya is not memberAgsib League. These things made

Kenya the safest place for Ethiopian refugees (BeR005:6-8).

The coming of military Junta in Ethiopia in the yd®74 did not shifted the relations of the
two countries in wrong direction. Rather Kenya ammd its cooperation with the Derg
regime. From its out set, the record of human rigalation of this government was worst
and many peoples fled to Kenya to save their lingglly from the “Red terror”, a non
selective gross killing by Derg regime in the y&ar7-78 and later from forced conscription
to the military(National Military service) ( Assefa 1997:26-42). When the Derg regime
overthrown many Derg officials and military persetis were fled to Kenya, to escape a
possible revenge by the EPRDF forces. Members oE\WForkers Party of Ethiopia) the
ruling party during the Derg time believed to bedlved in killings of individuals, detained

peoples uncharged. Knowing their facing court wewvitable they fled to Kenya.

After EPRDF Consolidated power, the flow of refugekecreased dramatically, Ethiopian

refugees in neighboring countries return home. dilesent Ethiopian refugees in Kenya flee
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from their towns mainly have a motive of economiterest meaning, they want to go to
third country through Kenya. For many Ethiopianpatéing to South Africa through the
Kenya-Tanzania-Mozambique - South African route isetter alternative than the Somali-
Yemen -Saudi Arabia or Sudan — Libya _ Italy rodteis a very surprising and strong
guestion igniting that how Ethiopians go to Somé#biaross to Yemen, having great risk in

Somalia for the people of Somali them self.

South Africa the top economic giant in the conting a destination place for many
Ethiopians. Hence, many Ethiopians are fleeing ¢oy& for their illegal migration to South

Africa. The Kenyan government established contigllicenters and tried to reduce the
movement of illegal refugees from Ethiopia to Kenggome human right organizations
accused the Kenyan authorities that they are wgathe human rights of Ethiopian

refugees. The Kenyan Authorities arrested thesegesfs because they are illegal and
exposed to danger while they are crossing Kenyazdmian bordef.Generally the issue of

Ethiopian refugees is one aspect of Ethiopia- Keelations. It needs the concerted effort of
both countries. Ethiopia should create jobs forcitzens and the distribution of wealth

should also be fair. Kenya needs to hold Ethiopiefugees according to international
standard.

4.2.2.The presence of Ethiopian opposition in Northern Kaya

Even if Ethiopia and Kenya have maintained thewrsj relations since Kenya independence
in 1964, armed Ethiopian opposition group namely QOromo Liberation Front) made
Kenya safe haven for its military confrontation lwthe Ethiopian government. There were
occasions that forced the Ethiopian military tossrthe Kenyan border so as to eliminate the
OLF (Schlee, 2003:358-361; IGAD, 2009: 11-14; M@002, 102-103). Oromo’s are large
size ethnic group in Ethiopia both in terms of pagan and territorial size. This people are
endowed with appreciable amount of natural reseumteluding Gold, Coffee and the like.
These resources are at the top in Ethiopia’s revegenerating items. Nonetheless, the
Oromo people are not beneficiary of these resour@ése Oromo’s have their own

interpretation of the Ethiopian state. For somésiexpansionist and others believe that

2 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoReighboring Countries Department on December, 2010.
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Ethiopia is a black colonizer. Moreover, the Oronaogued that Menelik conquest of their
area in 1889 was brutal and it confiscated land from the indimes people and made them

tenants for Menelik soldiers (Merera, 2003: 4-8).

The combined effect of the above events led to dretreiggle by Oromo’s in different parts
of their regions. The Bale peasant revolt was drf@romo’s resistances against the Emperor
regime Mach- Tuuluma Association was another thierathe Haile Sellasie regime and both
efforts were controlled by the government. The Terapy form of Oromo resistance is the
OLF,; it was fighting the Derg regime along with BEPand TPLF. In 1991 OLF was one of
active participant in the adoption of the TransiibCharter of Ethiopia. The charter was
generous enough for ethnic movements and the emspluas Ethnic federalism that
theoretically granted freedom of association, sele, cultural autonomy, as well as
secession but practically the charter proofed ufempnted. Therefore, opposition political
fronts like OLF immediately withdrew from the Tratihsnal government and started fighting
in various Oromia regions. The engagement of OLErmed struggle against the EPRDF
was not sustained. The OLF fled to the neighbocimgntries of Kenya and Somalia (Kidane,
2001:20-25; Wondwosen, 2009: 62)

The Oromos have ethnic link with the Kenyans intNem part of the country, this helped
them to hide in Kenyan territory and launch thetaek on Ethiopian military inside the
Ethiopian soil. The infiltration of OLF into the lbpian border is some times hot some
times cold issue (MOI, 2002:100). The Ethiopian &eahyan officials discussed on the issue
of OLF, they agreed to stop OLF operation in thedbo area but the result obtained from
their agreement is not implemented. The securityaibn in the common border area some
times deteriorated because of the OLF. (IGAD, 200B:14) The Ethiopian and Kenyan
officials are trying to fight the OLF by approacgithe local communities in both sides;
extensive discussion was taken place under CEWARCEnflict Early Warning and
Response Units).

? Interview with Machani Nathan, First Secretanjeyan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday15/11/2010.

40



The involvement of IGAD in enhancing peace in tleders of Ethiopia and Kenya is

important. The participation of higher officials &thiopia and Kenya, IGAD, regional

authorities from both countries in the border at@ammunity leaders was important for
discussing their security problems and they hase plovided the possible alternatives to
protect the stability of the area from OLF armetivitees (IGAD, 2009: 14-16).

The study argues that the issue of OLF should Iheedaoby political means instead of
military muscle. The previous regimes resorted & and the country suffered from civil
wars for more than three decades in the Northemis pathe country. This had destructed the
weak economy that was depending on exporting pyimagricultural products. The present
government should open the political space for spjom political parties. The last four
elections have shown the dominance of EPRDF; electiraud, pro-ruling party
NBE(National Board of Election) has been accusedjyyosition parties for its partiality,
elections were boy coated by opposition groupsriational election observers clearly
showed that the elections were “below the standardherefore, Until the Ethiopian
government believes in true election, peoples rightnominate their representatives,
opposition groups will have no chance other thanear struggle (Economist Intelligence
unit, July 2010:11).

To summarize the movement of OLF in Kenyan tenit®® a burning issue for both
countries. Northern Kenya is far away from the tapNairobi and Southern Ethiopia is
remote from capital Addis Ababa. Hence, the twontoes have security gaps. OLF is using
this space for its operation in both countries. yemeeds to protect its border from

movement of OLF; Ethiopia should promote free aaiddlection and independent NBE.

4.3 Ethiopian Domestic Political factors

The Ethiopian state has long history in the regadnthe Horn of Africa. The ancient
civilization of Axum, Lalibela, Gonder have leftetn print for the present Ethiopian political
structures. The modern Ethiopian state holds tlesgmt shape during emperor Menelik
reign. He has expanded to the southern parts afdtetry. Menelik defeated Italian colonial

power in the region and forced Britain, France Haly to sign agreement with him in Addis

41



Ababa, in the last quarter of l@entury. The contemporary Ethiopians inherited rtregits
and demerits of their predecessors, the actiortsuobpean colonial power that were ruled
the neighboring countries of Djibouti, Kenya Soraaind Sudan. This subsection of the

research will see the current Ethiopian domessigas that are linked with Kenya.

4.3.1.The Issue of Ogaden

The area which is found in present day Somali Retji&tate of Ethiopia, the Ogaden is a
bone of contention between the Ethiopian governraadtSomalia. As all the Horn of Africa
region save Ethiopia was under the rule of coloadgrhinistration, the European powers and
Ethiopian rulers of the time were in a constant getition over the land. Following the
outbreak of Second World War, Italy occupied Etrofor five years, 1936-1941 and
Ogaden was ruled by Italy. When Italy defeated iy tombined forces of Britain and
Ethiopian forces in the year 1941 Britain hold gaden territory and there was a plan to
unite all Somali speaking peoples under one flBgvine plan) that was forwarded by the
British colonial administration (Woodward, Pete®95: 26-27).

After the complete liberation of Ethiopia, the emgreestablished strong relations with the
US and he has reunited Eritrea and Ogaden. Theremgiso claimed Somalia and Djibouti
(Clapham, 1984:221). When Somalia got independend®60, it was followed a policy of
the ‘five stars’ ‘great Somalia’ a strategy thattemp for uniting all Somali speakers in
Djibouti, Kenya and Ogaden region of Ethiopia, hhe main Somalia it self were not
fully integrated. The Northern Somalia, ruled byt&n was less developed, but the southern
Somalia had better irrigation and infrastructurged@pment by the Italian colonial powers.
The Ogaden area went to war as the WSLF (Westemmalso Liberation Front) operates in
the area; it was supported by the Somalia goverthniéme Ethiopian government repulsed
the provocative forces of Somalis in the year 1@ddrkakis, 1998: 126-130).

Another bitter conflict was between the Derg anel #omali government in 1977/78, these
days ushered the complete control of the OgadethéySaid Bare forces. Somalia was
heavily armed by USSR, its ally during 1964-1976iM/Ethiopia’s ally US was repeatedly

rejected Haile Sellassie’s demand for more militaity. Derg purged 60 Haile Sellassie’s
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officials, it was fighting with EPRP (Ethiopian gde Revolutionary party), and the EPLF

and ELF were in advance to control Asmara.

Having this opportunity, Somalia invaded Ethiopma avon temporarily. The Derg embraced
socialism as an ideology and convinced the USSRCarxh that the revolution was going as
they wanted. Therefore, USSR provided very generoilisary support and Cubans send
their military to fight for Ethiopian ‘infant sodiat revolution’. The Ethiopian government
chased out the Somali army from its territory. Hoere the Ogaden region remained a
conflict ridden zone during Derg time, because &ade was arming insurgent groups in
the area and Derg also retaliated by arming Bangfmsitions'(Clapham, 1984: 228).

The coming of EPRDF in Ethiopian political landseap the year 1991 appeared a best
chance for Ogaden because EPRDF adopted the ToaasiCharter that granted freedom of
Nation, Nationalities and peoples of Ethiopia aneirtright of self rule. In the early periods
of the Transitional periods, ONLF was satisfiedhwiihe new government’s position on the
autonomy of ethnic communities, later on the ONbBisted on the agenda of secession
according to article 39 of the constitutidithis claim was sour relation between EPRDF and
ONLF. The capital city of SRS changed to GigiganirGode, self administration is not
allowed® There are also other factors, for the continuityconflict in the Ogaden area.
According to Abdiwasa, “the long term structuiadttors or causal variables that give rise to
certain effects, which then create conditions, ceng for, actors and or communities, to
engage in conflicts might covered for a whiletorauld be long standing”, when favorable
atmosphere created ,it can be erupted. That is iwtability, civil unrest has been the
defining features of the Somali Region:

Political violence involving the federal governmertny, regionalsecurity

forces, ONLF rebels and clan militias has long tigtin the Ethiopian

Somali Region. Recurrent humanitarian crises triggeby droughts foods,
conflict and population displacement have haunteel ¢éastern part of the
country for several decades. The situation receivedich greater
international attention with the recent, ONLF attaon the Chinese oil field
in Degehabur in April 2007(Abdiwasa, 2008).

* See Appendix six for more information.
® Interview with Abdilwasa Abdilhi, Instructor at AAin PSIR Department on December, 2010.
® Interview with Abdlwasa Abdilhi, Instructor at AAlth PSIR Department on December, 2010.
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As the writer commented the region is volatile ahd involvement of the federal and
regional government in the area was not careful ithetead of alleviating the natural and
man made crisis in the region, they were exacerpdiy following a policy of force rather
than reconciliation. It is the position of the rasdh that the Ogaden issue has been the
concern of all leaders of modern Ethiopian stateeyTall have confronted with the Somalis
in the Ogaden and their ethnic links in Somaliae Tagimes also paid a lot in terms of

human life and resources to maintain Ogaden.

The present Ethiopian government showed a paradigfh that it has theoretically given
autonomy for regions and the right of self admiaisbn including secession. However, the
implementation of most of the above mentioned gdfds been rhetoric than reality. Hence,
the Ogaden region is remained volatile zone itsterce heavily depend on the presence of
the Ethiopian army rather than the will of the Ogrageople, when the army is absent the
ONLF is engaged in massive offensive. The Ethiogiamernment signed a peace deal with
one of ONLF faction led by Selahadin Mao in Octob@1t0, he says representing majority of
ONLF fighters. The other group led by Mohamed O@aman a former Somali navy chief
Admiral. He declared that “During the months of @r and the beginning of November it
has conducted 34 tactical and strategic militargrapons, killing 267 Ethiopian army
soldiers and wounding 157" This group was respdasibr a 2007 attack on an oil
exploration field on Ethiopians and Chinese it ktied 65 Ethiopian soldiers and Chinese
oil workers. (The Daily Monitor 2010: 1) Another Avaric News paper Addis Admas wrote
that the US has hand over manual that can asdwbddan army in its fighting with the
ONLF. The News Paper elaborated that the US olficienderstand that the government
waged fierce campaign on Ogaden because the ONaékain the Oil exploration field has
political and economic implications. The Ethiopgovernment accused of ONLF as it has a
link with Al- Qaeda and wanted the US support. TUgis skeptical about the link of ONLF
with Al -Qaeda. But it provides the manual that easist the Ethiopian army to fight ONLF
with out hurting Civilians (Addis Admas, Februarg, 2011)
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The information gathered from different sourcesvehthat, the Ogaden region is in state of
conflict and the Ethiopian government chooses &odue with one faction of the ONLF,
while fighting with the other. This Political stegy is not helpful since war in the region
continued by another faction. The past historiesasthat no people can be ruled by force.
Therefore, the Ethiopian government should be ablmelaw. It has to implement the right
granted by the constitution to all Ethiopian pesple general and the Ogaden in particular.
As the main security threat for Ethiopia and Kergmanated from Somalia, the two
countries need to work their assignment insider theritory. Lack of good governance,
corruption, nepotism are prominent factors in guieses of the citizens and finally it could
lead to collapse of regimes.

4.3.2.Contraband Trade

The economic relations between Ethiopia and Kemsyavéak, a lot of work remains to
facilitate the trade relations of the two countri@ne of the reasons for such a weak
economic relation is lack of infrastructure. Anatlpertinent reason is different economic
policies of the two states and Kenya’s membersaighe WTO while Ethiopia is still in
process.Finally the movement of anti peaces forces in Efémya border and Occasional
conflict between pastoral societies around theimmon border has negative effect for
accentuating better economic relations of the twaontries. Even though the political
relationship between Ethiopia and Kenya has beaithye the economic relationship has
lagged behind. According to MOI (2002:29-101):

Kenya has faced a series of economic difficultiethe last ten years that
weakened its economy. But it certainly enjoyedebetevelopment than
others in our region and still does. Even thougliaced various political

problems aggravated by its troubled economy, Kesysasically a peace
full country. Kenya follows Ethiopia and the Sudiarierms of population

but has a comparatively larger market. However, #gmonomic ties

between Ethiopia and Kenya are weak and hobblezbhyraband.

The absence of strong trade relations betweemtbeduntries, result in contraband trade as
an alternative to fill the gap created by loss airket for the communities around the border

area. Contraband trade has many demerits amongsothe government loss tax revenue

" Interview with Masimba Laban, a Kenyan origin, kiog in AU on 3/1/2011.
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since contrabandists are illegal and they do ngttpa, contraband reduce the income of
export revenue of the government, mainly becausgoofis transferred through border by
illegal traders, expired medicine and foods haveess to pass through border unseen.
Drugs and toxic chemicals will enter in to the itery of a state and inflict severe damage,
illegal arms trade will be intensified and the peamnd stability of the country will be at
stake, e.g. the missile which was used by the Setealorist groups against Israeli air liner
was smuggled from Mogadishu arms market to Momb#&ka. long lasting animosity or
rivalry between pastoralist groups in Ethiopia &®hya is exacerbated by this access to

smuggled arms from Somalia (Ploch, 2010).

The cross border meeting for Ethiopia Kenya raittesl issue of contraband trade. The
Kenyan country peace structure presented in 2-4eMdrer 2009 identified illegal cross-

border trade involving contraband and smugglingraes of the conflict issue in Ethio-Kenya
border. The recommendations provided by particpamere “establish custom offices at
border points and regions: strength cross-bordeletr The Border areas of Ethiopia with
Kenya are devoid of custom office and the absefidegal cross-border trade resulted in the
expansion of contraband trade. The pastoralist camitres of the two countries compete for
resources and clash at certain points. Thus illegde is oiling the problems in the border
areas of the two countries. Identifying the problsnthe first step in discerning alternatives
that are remedy for it. Therefore, the cross- boodenmittees of Ethiopia and Kenya that
comprised of many stake holders: The Ethiopian gowent higher officials, Kenyan

government higher officials, IGAD officials, regianauthorities in Kenyan side, regional
authorities of Ethiopia, local community represéimes arriving at solutions for the problem

of illegal cross-border trade what remains isithglementation part (IGAD, 2009:11-13).

The issue of contraband trade is one of challengisge in Northern Kenya and southern
part of Ethiopia. The two countries are committedredress this issue by promoting the
participation of the local communities in both sid&requent visits and meetings by high
profile politicians of Ethiopia and Kenya to therder areas helped them to establish smooth

relations with the local communities and they dosely working to reduce the illegal trade
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by encouraging cross-border trade, and establishaferustom offices at the border aré&as.
The study has tried to show the impact of contrdb@@ade in undermining the economic
interest of Ethiopia and Kenya. This illegal trau#s various negative roles in the security
relations of the two countries. Aware of the sdyeaf the problem the two countries are

working together to eliminate this parasitic ingion.

4.3.3.Cattle Rustling

Another common issue of conflict in the border areBEthiopia and Kenya is cattle rustling.
This practice is known in many areas that are decupby pastoralist societies.
Wasara,Samson has identified pastoralist groupgsatfgainvolved in cattle rustling in the
Horn of Africa his data is relevant for our disaoss

Armed cattle rustling in and around the Horn ofiédr

State Clusters Targeted Areas of Raids

Ethiopia Korom North-Eastern Kenya
Nyangatom South-Eastern Sudan

Kenya Marakwet North-Eastern Uganda

Turkana Southern Ethiopia

Sabiny South-Eastern Sudan
Sudan Boya Northern Kenya
Didinga North-Eastern Kenya
Toposa North-Eastern Uganda
Morle Southern Ethiopia
Uganda Karamajong Northern Kenya
Dodoth South-Eastern Sudan
Jie North-Eastern Kenya

Kenyan Rift valley

(Source: Wasara, 2002 cited in Bruk (2010:10)

8 Interview with Machani Nathan, First Secretaryehnyan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday 15/11/2010.

47




As wasara shows, Koromas from Ethiopian side erdjageattle rustling in north eastern
Kenya while Turkana of Kenya engaged in cattle lingtin southern Ethiopia. The
CEWARN Report of July 2003 to January 2009, recortleose violent incidents, that
occurred, in the Karomoja cluster, the border negoetween Kenya and the south Omo zone
" with 18945 live stock raided and 267 human fasi...Most conflicts are between groups
based in Ethiopia, but cross border incidents atsmr as was the case with the May, 2005
Kenyan Turkana live stock raid, on Dassanach land Toltale Kebele, of the
Kuran(Dassanch)woreda, Ethiopia "(CEWARN reporZarihun quoted in Abebe 2010:29-
30). The above data shows how the cattle rusthoglents are frequent and dangerous. The
pastoral societies inside Ethiopia and Kenyan gsolp crossing the border of the two
countries they are embarked on cattle raids. 16@ents of this kind in six years time mean

a serious security threat that commands the intéine of governments of the two countries.

The delegation of Ethiopia and Kenya in November 2009 discussed the conflict issues
and the country report of both countries stresspitedlem of cattle rustling is one of the
major factors that causes conflict between passweikties in Ethiopia and Kenya and they
recommended:

Joint peace meetings for enhanced peace full cstenge and discourage

rustling among the communities in the two countridable and vibrant youth

initiatives that will up lift their living standal Construction of an abattoir for

live stock farmer’s in the region in order for themaccess direct marketing

for their live stock issues loans to Pastoralisssaaway of enabling them to

venture in to other commercial sectors rather thmmmadic life. Address the

problem of illicit proliferation of SALW (IGAD, 20014).
The discussions and recommendations of the detegafithe two countries appear as they
have identified the problem of cattle rustling atsdsolution. However, the solutions demand
strong financial support of the government of twe tountries in the one hand and strong
effort by the leaders of the two communities in\daning the above mentioned solutions for
their people. The issue of live stock raids andnteuraids is a prominent problem in
Ethiopia and Kenya border areas; there are twdertsisround the border: 1. The Caramojan
cluster 2. The Somali cluster the former included&, Kenya and Ethiopia while the latter
cover cross border area of Ethiopia, Somalia anayKeln 2009, 13,316 cattle were taken

from Yangatom and in 2010, 3423 goats stolen fraylé Kebele. Despite the effort of the
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two governments to reduce cattle rustling it il atmajor problem around the borders of the
two countries. Cattle raids, grazing field shortageong others around their common border
in both countries at micro level joint smugglinggengral insecurityWWhen we look at all
sources used in this section, they have all agteatdcattle rustling are one of the major
conflict issues between and among pastoral sosieifeEthiopia and KenyA.The two
countries have collected local communities and thlegre ideas but the problem is not
solved. For pastoralist societies, their cattla's their mere survival. Thus, Ethiopia and
Kenya should solve the cattle rustling in both d¢des other wise it might lead to more

intensified conflict.

? Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoReighboring Countries Department on December 2010.
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CHAPTER FIVE
PROSPECTS IN ETHIO-KENYAN SECURITY COOPERATION

Introduction

This chapter deals with the security cooperatioithiopia and Kenya, in promoting peace
in their border areas, alleviating conflict of \ars sources and helping peace initiatives in
the neighboring countries, that are suffering frdevastated war. Somalia is a failed state
that is experiencing all sort of illegal activitiesxd a battle field for different radical
Islamists, clan militias and so on. Sudan, thedsrgountry in the continent, has also long
experienced civil war in its southern part. The fDarCrisis in western Sudan has also
inflicted sever damage both in human and mategrah$ and resulted in sour relations of the
Sudanese government with the international commugithiopia and Kenya together have
played a role in assisting the Sudanese governarehthe SPLA to reach out an agreement
signed in 2006, CPA (Comprehensive Peace Agreeraadtfinally to be held a referendum
in Southern Sudan in 2011. The referendum heldntBcen 2011 to decide the fate of the
Southern Sudanese heralded their secession frofdtth. Such process witnessed a great
role played by Ethiopian and Kenyan governmentsidgs, Ethiopia and Kenya have also
played a pivotal role in an effort of restoring pe@n Somalia. This section deals with Ethio-
Kenya roles played in the Somalia’s and Sudaneaseepprocesses. It also elucidates the
prospects of Ethio-Kenya cooperation in such fidikks in border administration, port use,

and the use of trans-boundary resources.

5.1.I1ssue of Somalia Peace Process

Somalia is neighboring country for Ethiopia and ¥anlt shares long boundary with them.
Ethiopia and Kenya have played a role by sponsarargpus peace agreements for Somalia.
Nevertheless, the complexity of the problem in Saar@ndered their efforts therefore; they
are unable to completely solve the lingering proble that country. However, Ethiopia and
Kenya along with IGAD, AU and other regional andlmfl institutions exhibited strong
support for Somalia peace processes. They havedh&imali peace processes in Sodere,
Ethiopia, and Eldoret, Kenya. They have also predidiplomatic and military support for
the formation of Transitional Federal GovernmenEG) (Berhanu, 2008:8). The question

here is that why Ethiopia and Kenya have reveatszhg interest in the Somalia’s peace
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process? This is simply due to the fact that theyfeont line states sharing problems of
Somalia, that is, exodus of refugees, repeatedristrattacks and most importantly
Ethiopian armed opposition groups gained fertileugd in Somalia for their military and

political objectives?

The foreign policies of the two countries, Ethiopiad Kenya, emphasize on the peaceful
coexistence and non-interference in the interndtersmof another state. Accordingly, they
have initiated and work hard to bring about peamkstability in Somalia and restrain it from
being a threat to their security and the regiotaage. For instance, Prime Minister Meles
Zenawi of Ethiopia was mandated to coordinate pehakgue and mediation process of
Somalia by OAU and IGAD. Consequently, IGAD membtates and their partners had a
two day conference in Rome on 19-20 January 1988y have agreed to form a committee
to help the peace efforts of the Ethiopian goveminier Somalia. Moreover, in October
1998, Ethiopia hosted an international conferent&Somalia under the auspices of IGAD.
“The conference decided to establish a 15 membmingtiee to spearhead anew peace and
reconciliation effort in Somalia. The committee e composed of delegates from the
seven IGAD member states, the OAU and the Arab lefa@vww.igadregion.oryy

Similarly, Kenya has played part for stable Somdljadispatching its special envoy to
Somalia in the IGAD; Kenya’s special envoy on Saaadlr.Mwangale was charring the
Somalia front line states technical committee. €hmmittee convened a Somalia National
Reconciliation Conference which commenced on Oct@®92 at Eldoret, Kenya “on 27
October, almost 800 delegates witnessed the signaiiia declaration on cessation of
hostilities, structures and principles of the Saaahtional reconciliation process. It agreed,
inter alia, to the cessation of all hostilitiesdao create, federal governance structures for
Somalia”(www.igadregion.org)

Kenya's strong effort in restoring peace and stighith Somalia is also affirmed by the first
Secretary of Kenya embassy in Ethiopia as follo&nya has been in the front line in

hosting peace process for Somalia, the formation TOfG (Transitional National

19 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoReighboring Countries Department on December,
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Government) and the establishment of TFG highlypsued by Kenya”. He further went on
explaining that Kenya trained armed forces of therent government in Mogadishu.

Moreover, Kenya helped the involvement of Ethidpi&omalia stopping the ICUJ*

According to Teshome, the Ethiopian governmentdtasvn extensive move for the Somali
peace process to the extent that sending its abn8oinalia to protect the legitimate TFG
(Transitional Federal Government of Somalia). Heoahdded that Ethiopia and Kenya
closely work hard to win the support of internaibmommunity in order to extend their
financial and diplomatic supports for the TF&However, there are regional and global
actors concerns that Somalia is still in a statehafos. Therefore, Somalis’ went to Djibouti
to sign peace deal once again in June, 2008. Theipated Somali groups were the TFG
and the Alliance for the Re-liberation of SomaleRS). The two groups had incompatible
interests. The former highly supports the presesfc&thiopian forces in Somalia for its
survival, whereas the latter, in contrast, stroragipose it. In line with this, one writer put his
opinion as follows “Meles Zenawi did not decideotmcupy Somalia for altruistic reasons out
of neighborly dutifulness. So it is virtually naive assume that he no longer has plans to
micro manage the rest of the commenced peace pgroaed keep on violating the arms

embargo” (www.atlantic.community.o)@espite resentment, sharp critiques and covert

involvement of other powers against Ethiopian weation in Somalia, there are many
intimately related issues between the two countrigsstly, Ethiopia has more than 4.3
million Somali population in its own territory andfought with Somalia in two occasions:
1964 and 1977. Secondly, Ethiopian armed opposgionps such as OLF & ONLF made
stateless Somalia as a safe haven for their artnegigte of the EPRDF regime. Moreover,
radical Islamist groups such as Al-ithad repeatenlbssed Ethiopian border and launched
series of attacks on Ethiopian hotels and othegetar The formation of the UIC in
Mogadishu was also highly frightened the Ethiopgamvernment since AlAl (Al-ltihad Al-
Islamya) that confronted the Ethiopia governmerdvkn to have a lion portion in the UIC
(Yoh, 2003; Dagne, 2002:14-18).

2010.

M Interview with Machani Nathan,First Secretary @&fgan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday 15/11/2010.
12 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFaitshbouring Countries Department on
December,2010.
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To sum up, Ethiopia and Kenya have vested intemesthe establishment of central
government in Somalia that can assert control asdrae the functions of major government
services for the Somali’'s people. The presenceenfral government in Somalia will help
reducing cross border incursions including tertoetacks, exodus of refugees and the
instability of Somali inhibited areas in both Etpian and Kenyan provinces. In order to
realize these objectives the two countries undeiyshave been working with IGAD, AU,
UN, US, EU, and with Somali groups for two decadmsnetimes with good outcomes but
without bringing lasting peace and stability andtoeing statehood in Somalia. However,
their effort is continuing on a different style.

5.2 Issue of Sudan Peace Process

The two neighboring countries under study have beeolving in Sudan peace process. At
the time of writing this paper, the south Sudaremafidum completed and southern Sudan
people voted for secession according to the tempamsult. The Sudan civil war, the
longest one in the continent, was a manifestatioseueral security complexes in the Horn
sub-region. As many conflicts in the continent lcatonial legacy, the Cold War rivalry
between the US and USSR and the Christian vertam Isvalry are another catalysts for the
Sudanese civil war (Berouk, 2010:2-8). During Enopétaile Sellasie regime the Sudanese
government provided support for Ethiopian armedosipns groups in Eritrea, EPLF and
ELF. In reaction, the Emperor also supported Anampgaement in Sudan. Despite this, the
Emperor had played an important role in mediatihg Sudanese government with its
southern rival, Ananya, in 1972 in Addis Ababa.slavent enabled the two countries having

better relations onwards.

After the down fall of the Emperor's regime in 19%he new Ethiopian military regime
(Derg) pursued a policy of assisting the SPLM/Aretaliation to the Sudanese government
support for Ethiopian insurgents, the EPLF and TPLike Derg and the Sudanese regimes’
efforts of undermining each other security providimilitary supports for one another
dissidents groups helped the SPLM/A to capture ndriye towns in southern Sudan and

the same issue also facilitated ultimately theagse of the Derg regime. Despite this, the
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Derg tried to broker a peace deal between the ®s#agovernment and the SPLM/A in
Ethiopia (Koka dam) in 1986. Even before the fdltlee Derg, SPLM/A was started talks
with the new Sudan government in August 1989 iniddsbaba and in December of the
same year in Nairobi (Young, 2007:8). However, talt previous attempts made to end

Sudanese civil war were not working.

The new chapter opened in the history of the regiban the Derg regime overthrown by the
EPLF and EPRDF forces, which were managed to corfrdrea and Addis Ababa
respectively in 1991. The SPLM/A lost its main gl&s a result of change in regime in Addis
Ababa, the Derg. Therefore, relative peace resedféic the region and opportunity created
for calling peace deal between the Sudan governraadt the SPLM/A. The regional
authority (IGAD) then started a new effort to card® the conflict in Sudan:

IGADD launched a peace initiative at its Addis Aaabummit of

September 1993 and a peace committee made up loédlds of state of

Ethiopia, Eritrea, Uganda and Kenya was establishgth president

Daniel Arapmoi serving as a chairman. The mediatmncess was

handled by a standing committee made up of thegioministers from

the same countries and chaired by Kenya. In addittbe friends of

IGADD was formed by leading western countries anhgromised

support for IGADD'’s peace keeping role (Young, 28)7
In the eyes of the Sudan government, the ownershipe Sudan peace process fall in the
hands of IGADD is beneficial because Ethiopia ebgueSEPLM/A from its territory due to its
principle of good neighborly relations. Djibouti isember of the Arab League. Kenya has
less record in helping the SPLM/A, but “its offildehad less knowledge of the conflict in
Sudan than their counterparts in Ethiopia and &aitr Therefore, a standing committee on
peace in Sudan was formed by representing Kalonzgokh, a Kenyan foreign minister, as
its chairman. It was during this time that IGADDbposed a declaration of principles (Dops)
that brought about one important element, the rightsouthern Sudanese to self-
determination unless and otherwise the Sudan gowerh work for democracy and

secularism (Young, 2007: 9).

Ethiopia and Kenya are active members of the IGADBmMber countries, their strongly

believe in avoiding obstacles for cooperation ia tegion, which made them forefront in
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accelerating the Sudanese peace process. Folldengvitalization of IGADD to IGAD in
1996, the original ministerial sub-committee repthdy a permanent secretariat on the
Sudan peace process. President Moi appointed hiaoteGeneral Lazarus Sumbeiywu as
special envoy to Sudan, and then:

The first rounds of talks held under this arrangetnbegan in February,
2000. In July 2002, talks in Machakos, Kenya, resuin the Sudanese
Government and the Sudanese People’s Liberatiory ABRLA) signing
the Machakos protocol. The protocol provides fosig-month “pre-
interim period” during which hostilities should ceaand a formal cease
fire should be established as soon as possibleingue subsequent six
year “interim period”, the cease fire should be m&ined and Sharia
law should not be applied in the south during thatiod. After six years
a referendum on the southern self —determinatiooukh be held

(www.igadregion.org).

For those who follow attentively the Horn sub-regibpolitical dynamics, the achievement
of ending civil war in southern Sudan is a tremergdoutcome for the IGAD member states
in general and Ethiopia and Kenya who have fatddahe realization of the peace process
in particular. Ethiopia shares thousands of kmsdédines with Sudan. It was also
sponsoring SPLM/A during the Derg regime against $udanese government. Kenya was
pro-west in the Cold War era and its relations Vtldan were not hostile. The only bone of
contention between Kenya and Sudan is the Elmingtewhich is believed to be oil rich
area and claimed by the Sudan government. Anotbestyperiods in the relations between
Sudan and IGAD member countries in general and rsadd Ethiopia in particular was the
exporting of Islam to the neighboring countriestbg National Islamic Front (NIF) that was
influential in Sudan Politics ultimately leads tvosig response by Ethiopia, Ugandan and
Eritrea (Young, 2007: 10).

According to the Ethiopian government, Sudan iseteb market for Ethiopia and thus
widening cooperation in many fields could bendii people of the two countries. Helping
opposition groups against one another’'s securdagdehem to self destructive end. Hence,

the Ethiopian policy towards Sudan remains maimggeful, when problem arises they will
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solve it around the tabfé.This pragmatic move enabled the Ethiopian goveninaéong
with its Kenyan side to help the Sudanese goverhsign peace deal with SPLM/A despite
obstacles. The Kenyan special envoy struggled fier realization of peace agreement
between the two contending parties (Sudan goverhraed SPLM/A.) Now southern
Sudanese voted for separation from the north aadstidan government exhibited matured
political commitment that President el-Bashir pledgupport for the upcoming new state of
Southern Sudan. Furthermore, el-Bashir promisedidrk hand in hand with southerners
(MOI, 2002:88-90; The Daily Monitor, 2011The above discussion concerning the Ethio-
Kenyan governments’ role in advancing Sudaneseeppairess entails the bright future for

the region that the prospect of solving conflictdmglemic means is higher.

5.3.Bilateral Action on Terrorism

Terrorism has become one of the major global carscesspecially since 9/11. Many
countries around the world have seen the outcornsrorists’ acts. Terrorist organizations
followed different tactics to execute their agerggiopia and Kenya also witnessed terrorist
attacks at different times. Their neighbor, Somaisanow a seed bed of terrorist acts.
Terrorist groups as a result crossed easily thademies of the two countries and committed
number of bombings. Additionally, the two countriesse large size of Somali population in
the Somali regional state of Ethiopia and in therthern Frontier District of Kenya.
Therefore, terrorist groups easily convince thesailar ethnic groups for their radical

Islamist objectives.

The provocation of terrorist groups in Somalia &fcEthiopia and Kenya to counter
terrorism inside their territories, in the Horn swgion and globally by cooperating with
those countries determined to fight terrorism. Kerajready has close relations with its
former colonial master, Britain, and is a closey all US. It has joint military exercise with
Britain Navy and allowed US forces to use her Mosslagport to safeguard the Indian Ocean
security. When the Mombassa hotel, and the US eylatacked in Nairobi and other brutal

13 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoReighboring Countries Department on December,
2010.
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incidents occurred by the terrorists, Kenya tightents cooperation with the US forces

(Library of Congress Federal Research Division,7200

Similarly, Ethiopia argues as it has been affettgdarious terrorist acts. Many of its cities
were affected by terrorist bombings including tlapital city, Addis Ababa. Such terrorist
acts lead Ethiopia strongly fighting with them withits territory and formulate counter
terrorism agreement with those countries that mi&ihg terrorism in general and Kenyan
government in particular, which shares a numbesiwiilarities of the attack by terrorist

groups and the response of the respective goveismién

According to USDS (United States Department of é§tathe trans-boundary activity of
terrorist groups forced the Ethiopian governmentrtuss the Somali’s borderlines engaging
in counter offensive in 2006, supporting Somali'sanisitional Federal government,
providing facilities for AMISOM (African Union Migsn in Somalia). Moreover, "on
October6,the National Bank of Ethiopia(NBE) and ttheted States Department of Treasury
signed the terms of reference and work plan fonrieal assistance package to strengthen
Ethiopians anti-money laundering counter terrofisancing regimeqUSDS, 2008: 18).
This shows that Ethiopia jointly with regional amtbbal powers is fighting terrorism.
Besides, Ethiopian National Intelligence and SegBervice (NISS) is working on counter-
terrorism management and its central and regioolate counter terrorism capabilities were
targeted on responding to terrorist incidents. Mwueg, Ethiopia participated in AU counter
terrorism efforts and it is focal point for the AdJ'Center for Study and Research on
Terrorism (USDS, 2008:16-19)

The Kenyan government also helped Ethiopian intgree in Somalia in 2006. Kenyan
military forces prevented the retreat of terroristces across Somalia-Kenyan border.
Kenyan security forces also detained several exstderders during the same operation.
Besides, the Kenyan government suspended all dlifdfoim and to Somalia except those

aimed at helping the TFG and humanitarian aids.edeer, the Kenyan government comes

4 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFAighbouring Countries Department on December,
2010.
15 Interview with Machani Nathan,First Secretary @frtgan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday 15/11/2010.
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up with a revised draft of the “Suppression of ddaem Bill” in 2006. However, it was

criticized by the legislation regarding combatingmay laundering and terrorist financing
are not being materialized. According to senior y@nofficials, “US public announcement
regarding the possibility of terrorist threat tcethross-country world champion ships in
Mombassa in March, seeing this as an unfriendlyaadt a threat to the country’s tourism
industry (USDS, 2008:18-19). As the official rewslterrorism and counter terrorism
measures have their own limitation on the tounmstustries of terrorist prone countries.
Therefore, countries should consider this aspeaneber they exchange information and

should agree how to publicize this information.

In 2007, Ethiopia, Kenya, the US and TFG jointljaédish a secret detention for people who
cross the Somalia-Kenyan boundary and 150 peopetad and transferred them to security
forces in Ethiopia because it is the major powghtihg terrorism in the region, it has
legitimate security concerns. The AIAI (Al-lthihadl-lslamia), radical Islamist group
inflicted on Ethiopia’s major cities several teisbrattacks /bombings gained appreciable
influence in Somalia and with its spillover effedf spreading Islamism in Ethiopian soil,
creating friendly relations between UIC (Union efamic Courts) and the ONLF and OLF,
and increasing the role of the Eritrean governmanthe Somali’s crisis, which forced
Ethiopian government to fully engaged in militagngpaign in Somalia (Mgller, 2009:33-
35). Besides, the Ethiopian government adoptedtarrbrism bill in 2009 so as to cement its
war efforts on terrorism. “Of the 378 law makerggent during Tuesday’'s session, 286
voted in favor of the legislation championed byni&iMinister Meles Zenawi, 91 against and
one abstained” (AFP, July 7, 2009). Kenya activagperates with the US in its efforts of
combating terrorism “it received training and eaquent for its multi-agency coast guard-
type unit to patrol the waters near Somalia andreffto improve security at the port of
Mombassa” (Ploch, 2010: 51).

Ethiopia and Kenya are fighting terrorism in thdiomestic system and in neighboring
Somalia. Consequently, terrorist incidents coulddeelined gradually but not completely
eradicated. The two countries have worked closetyh the US and they have received

military training from the US that could help theighting money laundry activities by
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terrorist groups. As we have seen in previous ®dhian of this study, the two countries
remained vulnerable for terrorist attacks and theyld not fight this danger unilaterally.
Hence, they are jointly fighting terrorism and pretr Somalia from being a state ruled by

terrorists.

5.4.The Outcome of the Border Commission Meeting

Ethio-Kenyan border extends from Lake Turkana tdlddavhich is 830 km in length and
also demarcatetf. To strengthen their economic, politico-militarydasocio-cultural ties,
Ethiopia and Kenya have signed various (about B8)eloal agreements. Consequently, they
have managed to establish various common commsssoich as border development
commission which meets annually, and ministeriamoussion consisting of three
committees: political and security committee, egoimocommittee, and cultural and social
committee’’ They have also consultation forums, report systefaymation exchange, radio
communication agreement, cattle checking, and comsexurity project. Kenya is also
started disarming of its pastoral groups and tlallcommunities in both countries cross
their border freelyEthiopia and Kenya have boundary agreement in H9@Bvisa abolition

in 1966. Unlike the rest countries in the regidre two countries registered early success in
forging such great interactions during the empeegime. Many of African countries inherit
colonial boundary which is a will of the coloniabyers rather than the local community.
Hence, number of countries went to war immediatgter independence due to border

problems. But Kenya and Ethiopia won this probl&hm.

Even if Ethiopian and Kenyan officials attended dssr commission meetings and try to
reduce security problems around their common bottere were incidents that caused loss
of life and destruction of assets in their commamders. The security problems in such
borders emanated from two key factors: politicatl @conomic. The political factor is

instigated by OLF (Oromo Liberation Front) that waside in Northern Kenya where it has

ethnic affinity with the Kenyan especially at MogaDue to this fact, it was believed that

18 Interview with Machani Nathan,First Secretary @frtgan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday15/11/2010.
7 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFaitshbouring Countries Department on
December,2010.

18 Interview with Machani Nathan, First Secretarykehyan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday15/11/2010.
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some Kenyans extended their support for the OLFe TLF was participated in the

Transitional Government of Ethiopia along with tBBRDF. However, when confrontation

was inevitable with TPLF dominated group led by &eFenawi, the OLF went out of the
Transitional Government and started fighting witie tEPRDF regime. Despite defeated
several times by the EPRDF, it did not abandorstitsggle completely of the incumbent
regime. The economic factor is mainly seen when ghstoral communities of the two

countries along their common borders crossing ercde of f the boundary fresh water,
pasture land and some times fishing in the waténother tribal communities across the
border. Besides, traditional rivalries between qadist groups across the border are
occasionally responsible for sporadic conflictswesin pastoralist groups of the two
countries (Moi, 2002:100; Schlee, 2003:361-364; Weoosen, 2009:62).

Whenever security problem arises in the commondysrdf the two countries usually solved
in a peaceful manner, the conflict between pastwaimunities settled by discussion with
local communities. Since the authors of African itdaries gave little attention for Ethino-
lingustic makeup of the African people and als¢ tebst of the boundaries un-demarcated,
in the post-colonial era un- demarcated borderse Hagcome the bone of contentions
between and among states especially between thbeehewe pastoral communitieBor
example, the llemi Triangle: an area which joinsitBdEastern Sudan, North Western Kenya
and South West Ethiopia, is a contested area aritimgpia, Kenya and Sudan. llemi is a
triangular shape area that has got its name fromeRrchief llemi Akwon. Its size is 4000
square miles. Various pastoral communities fromidpila Kenya and Sudan are sharing
pastures of the land in the area. The main pasbmgoups are; Turkana who oscillated
between Sudan and Kenya, Didinga and Toposa frenStidan who usually come to the
western part of llemi, the Nyangatom from Sudan Btidopia are also used the pastures of
the llemi triangle (Abebe, 2010:37).

The 1999 OLF attack on an Ethiopian military insEiopian border resulted in counter
attack by the Ethiopian forces defeating the OLf€de but they fled to the Kenyan territory,
which leads Ethiopian officials’ complaints on tfaet that they were attacked by Kenyans.

While Kenyan authorities complained on the factt thtzeir borders were violated by
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Ethiopian forces. However, the Ethiopian delegatexh by Brig. General Abba Duula and
Ato Gabre approached the local communities and seghdhe OLF for its destructive
activities and compensate the local civilians wherevinjured during the fight between the
OLF and Ethiopian military forces, the traditiom@hders on their part promise to fight OLF
(Schlee, 2003: 361-364).

The Ethiopian and Kenyan governments along withDGs#ad local pastoral communities of
both countries have been working in building peateéheir common border areas. For
instance, in November 2009, the delegates of tleecbuntries assembled in Oromvareda
conference Hall and each country provided its oeports. The Kenyan side identified
conflict issues as follows:

Resource based conflicts along water points andpetition for pastures

during the draught/famine seasons: that is, illegalexcess flow of

pastoral migrations; proliferation of illicit SALW; negative

ethnicity/clanism and polarization of local polgicpoaching within the

Kenyan borders; illegal cross-border trade involyircontraband and

smuggling; limited central and federal governmemtitutions presence

and representation; break down of community sd@ibtic such as drugs

abuse and immorality(IGAD,2009:11-14).
The participants believed that in order to solve above-mentioned issues, the role of local
communities and government agencies in cross-bamas is significant. and they came up
with their own proposal to challenge those issutssilitate on going communal sharing
process especially water and pasture; sinking duokes and water-pans in strategic places
and conflict hot-spot areas along the borders héstaand strengthen cross-border peace
committees with more government representationrtgug cross-border meetings and
follow-up consult action$GAD,2009:11-14)The Ethiopian side also listed what it believed
as major conflict issues, which include “accessdasource, watering points and grazing
areas; movement of anti-peace forces (OLF); fregjlimestock theft; impact of draught and
famine’” And the proposed solutions by Ethiopian side ineltmbldress logistic gaps such as
budget; create linkages across the border; accom@ocklevant regional and zonal
structures into the system; expand FMS role tounhel teaching peace values to the

communities” (IGAD, 2009:18-21)
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To sum up, Ethiopia and Kenya established commaddoalevelopment commission and
they met regularly whenever urgent issues arisandboundary conflicts are seen
occasionally in the common borders of the two coest They are working hand-in-hand
with the local communities in collaboration with AG to solve sporadic conflicts in their

common borders in particular and the region atdarg

5.5.1ssue of Trans-boundary Resources

Ethiopia shares cross border resources with ighibering countries. One of which is water
resource. Ethiopia has many cross border rivergirfig in many directions to its neighboring
states such as River Nile, which is the longe#rrim the world flowing to Sudan and Egypt;
River Tekeze flows to Sudan and Omo to Turkanaiogtan history has showed us that it
has passed through several wars. Accordingly, itows resources to execute wars
maintaining its sovereignty. The country was notedo utilize its untapped large water
resources for many years. As Ethiopia recoverea fingering civil wars, it turns its face to
development in many sectors. It is currently hotted its rivers will play a pivotal role in its
endeavors of bringing sustainable development & d¢buntry. One of the Rivers that
Ethiopia is using for Hydro electric power generatis the OMO/Gibe River on which
Ethiopia has already built Gilgel Gibe I, Il andig&l Gibe 1l is under construction. Gilgel
Gibe | and Il are generating power and reducingsti@tage of electric power in the country.
The Ethiopian government also envisaged six suaAofies in the south Omo area by using
the Omo River (Mutia, 2009:27-28).

Ethiopia and Kenya have not endorsed binding légahework concerning their trans-
boundary resources, River Omo. However, the 1994ytrbetween the imperial government
of Ethiopia and Kenyan government in the Namornparka allowed Ethiopia to use the
Omo River in its territory, though Kenyans desenadight to use the same river in a
condition that they respect the rules of the lafbepe, 2010: 53-54). The military regime,
Derg, also signed a memorandum of understanding Keinya government in 1979, which

stated that the two countries jointly study the elepment of their cross-border water

9 Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFAitshbouring countries Department on
December,2010.
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resources. They have also agreed to establish teshinical committee that can accelerate
the efforts of the two countries (Abebe, 2010:53-56

After the EPRDF regime came into power in 1991 dtla and Kenya have signed Treaty

of Friendship and Cooperation. The treaty emphasto@peration in specific areas, that is,

in irrigation, water resources and energy. In 129Mmemorandum of understanding on

political, social and economic cooperation, whishniider than the previous one, was also
signed. In 2004, they continued the previous disions on the shared water resources of the
two countries, and they have agreed to utilizetthas-boundary water resources of Lake

Turkana, Dawa River and underground water (AbeB20250-58)

Kenya and Ethiopia have their own visions in thewuntries: GTP (Growth and
Transformation Plan) in Ethiopia and vision 203Kenya. According to GTP “the country
will shift from a strategy dependent on foreignestment to a locally driven economy and
targeted an economic growth of 14.9 %”. Moreovke, plan envisaged huge expansion of
infrastructure such as the construction of powemngs aimed at increasing the existing
capacity which is 2,000 MW to10, 000 MW (Ethiopi&mbassy in London, 2010). This
obviously demands the exploitation of its rivekelithe Nile, OMO and Tekeze. Similarly,
Kenya'’s 2030 vision generally aims at making Kefg/aiddle income country. The country
allocated for 2008/9 budget K& billion for road works, rural electrificationpg dredging
and the submarine fiber optics.” Hence, the twontoes need to exploit their rivers
extensively to realize their visions. Despite tHishiopia and Kenya have not yet signed
binding legal framework regulating their utilizati@f cross-border resources, rivers (ADB,
2009: 28).

Another trans-boundary resource is the Nile Basinhich both Kenya and Ethiopia are
upper riparian states and they are actively padtang in NBI (Nile Basin Initiative). This
trans- boundary river initiative composed of terurdnies and it established in 1999. The
member states of NBI are Burundi, Egypt, Ethioftaifrea, Kenya Republic of Congo,
Rwanda, Sudan, Tanzania, and Uganda. As Egypt addnShave bilateral agreements on

the full utilization of the Nile waters, the rest aountries were suffering due to frequent
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draught and famine?®Under the banner of NBI, the upper riparian states exerted
significant pressure on Egypt and Sudan to foreentlsigning a new agreement that could
benefit all NBI member states. For example, in1f#& annual meeting of the Nile council of
ministers held in Alexandria, Egypt, from July 28-2009, all the member states agreed to
approve the draft Cooperative Framework Agreemérith® NBI, while Egypt and Sudan
claimed a six-month extension. During this time tixater resources minister of Ethiopia
reportedly said “he was dismayed at the continefdsal of Sudan and Egypt to sign the
water sharing agreement. The on going dispute whtintg Ethiopia back from harnessing
the economic potential of the Nile River” (Deba902:11-12).

The refusal of Egypt and Sudan to sign agreementhenuse of the Nile waters forced
member countries to take a unilateral action onNile waters. For instance, “In 2004,
Tanzania Unilaterally announced the establishmémt b70 kilometers water pipeline from
Lake Victoria (where 14 % of the Nile waters origies) to supply water to some dry areas
in the country.” Kenya in its part declared thatvibuld not reserve itself from using Lake
Victoria and River Nile (Debay, 2009: 7-9). The eppiparian states also gave chance to
Egypt and Sudan to come into terms with them oratloeation of the Nile waters. Having
no positive response from Egypt and Sudan, the segtn countries decided to sign the
agreement beginning May 14, 2010 and the duratisigming the agreement will be more

than a year then after the ratification processhelstarted (Solomon, 2010).

The ever-increasing population size of Ethiopia &wahya, the repeated famine, draught,
climate change and other factors are pushing Eitniapd Kenya to use their trans-boundary
resources. They have embarked on large projectsctrsume large volume of water. In
order to sustain the supply of water and to scal¢heir efforts, the two countries need to
approach donor institutions, have to abide by m&gonal laws, and cooperate with other

states that share these cross-border resources.

% Interview with Masimba Laban,a Kenyan origin wadgiin AU,on 3/1/2011.
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5.6.The Use of Port
Ethiopian rulers were in disagreement with thewakicolonial powers of Ottoman Turks,
Italy and regional expansionist power of Egypt rdgay the issue of port. According to
Woodward (1995), Adulis port used as a channahtothe Axumite civilization of Ethiopia
with the rest of the world, the coming in the sceheolonial powers in the Red Sea coastal
area denied Ethiopia open access to the sea. @lisnplications for its isolation from the
rest of the world and underdevelopment for censutlialy controlled Masawa in the 1880’s
and invaded Ethiopia in 1896 and 1935. The formas woncluded by the total defeat of
Italy by Ethiopia, while the latter withessed thecopation of Ethiopia by Mussolini for
about five years. When the Emperor Haile sellas=séored his power in 1941, his primary
agenda was uniting Eritrea and safe guarding Eii®@ccess to the sea. Haile sellassie
forged good relations with the US and UK for thmeleHis effort was fruitful when Eritrea
confederated with Ethiopia in 1961. The abolitioh federation by Ethiopia severely
criticized by many and Eritreans started guerrifighting. But the emperor was following a
smart move not to escalate the civil war in Eritt@aseph, 1993:502; Woodward, 1995:14-
17).

The coming of military regime in 1974 accelerated Eritrean civil war, highly excited by
victory on Somalia Derg determined to solve thdr&ain question by force. Therefore, the
former military regime allocated large budget fisrarmy. However, the combined forces of
EPLF (Eritrean People Liberation Front) and TPLHgf{@an People Liberation Front)
heavily defeated it (Woodward, 1995:98-100). Itliyighere was a hope for Ethiopian access
to Assab port in Eritrea, but finally the formemu@des went to war in 1998 and Ethiopia

once again lost access to the sea (Ewing, 2008:1-7)

The current EPRDF regime is forced to allocatedagm of hard currency for port service.
The Djibouti port is now serving Ethiopia’s impeartport trade. And the government is
looking for alternative port from the rest of ndigining countries of Kenya, Sudan, and
Somalia. Mombasa port, of Kenya, the newly consimgcLamo Port, Port Sudan, Berbera

port and Hargesa port in Somalia are considergtid¥thiopian government.
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The Ethio-Kenya relations have viewed the Kenyarisptor the use of southern part of
Ethiopia. The two countries coordinating their ceigtion along with donors, the Mombasa
— Nairobi — Addis Ababa Road corridor that aimgebnomic integration between Ethiopia
and Kenya by improving transport and communicatibe$ween the two countries is
financed by African Development Bank, Ethiopian @mment, and Kenyan Governméht.
For the ADB” the road is one of the missing links the Trans-African-High way Cairo-
Cape town and is one of the key priorities of thewN partnership for Africa’s
Development(NEPAD) and part of its short-term  actio plan  for
infrastructure”(ADB,2009:18). Since Ethiopia andriga are active members of regional and
continental institutions, they are formulating the&iconomic and political policies in
consistence with the strategies of these institgtid’he Horn of African countries are less
involved in ‘intra - COMESA trade boom’ this is @tuted to lack of road transport. So the
Mombasa — Nairobi-Addis Ababa Road is the efforttled two countries in accelerating
regional integration and regarding the benefithef toad for Ethiopian access to the sea the
bank explain:

Ethiopia as a landlocked country relies on the hbmying transit countries
for its sea freight, In order to reduce transporbst and improves the
competitiveness of the Ethiopian economy. The gowenmt is striving to
diversify its access to sea ports as much as plessibout 20% of the
Ethiopian sea freight traffic originating or des#id to southern and south —
Western Ethiopia would normally be attracted to kh@mbasa port.
The Djibouti port dominated Ethiopian port use the past 100 years. Currently 98% of
Ethiopian import/Export trade used port of Djiboulihis monopoly of port service by a
single country needs to be diversified in ordepttovide different corners of the country to
be linked with nearest, economically profitable asafe port from other neighboring

countries (ADB, 2009:15-30).

Kenya is known for its cooperative manner with Bffia not only in peace times, but also, in
difficult times. When Ethiopian ports were blockieg EPLF, Kenya provided its Mombasa
port. Therefore, using Kenyan ports has differemwtards, it can strength Ethio — Kenyan

economic relations, Ethiopia could get access &rdst of East African countries. “The

2 |nterview with Machani Nathan,First Secretary @frigan Mission in Ethiopia on Thursday15/11/2010.
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Lamo port is constructed by the Kenyan governmenEthiopian access to the sea. Kenya is
also building railway line from Lamo — Esole — Még/a Fiber optics cable is done from
Lamo — Moyale. There are also plan to establishlainmfrastructure from Lamo to AA.
This sub- section tries to see how port servigeusial to the land- locked state of Ethiopia.
And Kenya’s infrastructure building to connect Bihia to Kenyan ports is going on. When
these projects completed the economic cooperatidritrade between the two countries will

be increased dramaticaff§.

5.7.Position in the Use of the Nile Waters

Ethiopia and Kenya are the upper riparian statesy tivers crossed Sudan and have been
watering the arid areas of Sudan and Egypt. Thesatges have repeatedly attacked by
famine and they want to use their rivers, in orttereverse their peoples suffer due to
famine. Nonetheless, the lower riparian statesunfa® and Egypt have been sticking to their
bilateral agreement that excludes the upper ripastates that contribute the whole volume
of water. Especially, Ethiopia contributes 85% loé tNile waters. Nonetheless, the 1959
agreement between Egypt and Sudan did not conideight of Ethiopia, Kenya and other

upper riparian states in using their natural resesi(Kindiki, 2009: 29-35).

Ethiopia has been denouncing the agreement bet®e@an and Egypt as it is exclusive and
illegal. It makes crystal solid that it will dev@lgrojects on the Nile waters as soon as it is be
able to get financial and technical support. Howe¥gypt lobby to major donors not to
allow debt to Ethiopia for building projects on tNée waters™ Besides, Egyptians always
support hostile neighboring countries and armedosipn groups in Ethiopia to put an

obstacle on Ethiopian development endeavor.

The emperor regime, the Derg regime, and the cugavernment hold the same position in
Ethiopian full right in using its natural resourc&gyptians in their part are always building
their military power to deter Ethiopian unilaterabve on starting any project that claims the

use of the Nile waters. The current Ethiopian regims shown a great leap in cooperating

2 nterview with Machani Nathan, First Secretaryehyan Mission in Ethiopia on15/11/2010.
2 |nterview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFAighbouring Countries Department on
December,2010.
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with other upper riparian states of the Nile namBlyundi, Congo democratic republic,
Kenya, Rwanda, Tanzania and Uganda by participatifgjle Basin Initiative. However, the
hydro political tension in the Nile Basin has tremeus sources “1. Down stream insecurity
versus up stream actions, 2. Lack of legal instinal framework, 3. Unilateral development
of water resources, 4. Latent military threats &nd@he Afro-Arab divide.” Standing among
such complicated issues, Ethiopia is trying to &e pf legal institutional framework that can
provide a win- win solution for all stakeholdersaob, 2007: 69-220). Ethiopia’s active role
in Nile Basin initiative seems to bring benefiaiitcomes; its patience for a decade gathered
the other up stream states around its objectivesiablishing legal framework on equitable
use of the Nile waters. The Cooperatives Framewbigreement (CFA) of May 142010

is great achievement for the entire up streamsthig and they could use the badly needed
fresh water for reversing poverty in their respeetountries (Solomon, 2010).

The CFA which is signed by Burundi, Ethiopia, KenfRwanda, Tanzania and Uganda is
opened to a signature for year duration seemsing lbine like minded states of the East and
Horn of Africa to the same position. Here the cimition of the Kenya government is
crucial. Kenya is member of EAC (East African Conmiy) and its influence on the East
African states is considerable. Further more, ttieoEKenyan smooth relations have used as
an input for holding the same position on the is¥enya is also playing a constructive role
to convince Egypt and Sudan to sign the CFA. Atiter signing of CFA by majority of the
up stream countries, Egypt and Sudan call for awo#titernative. However, the rest of
member states hold firm position (reject the demahdlown stream states). So Kenyan
government officials went to Egypt and Sudan andhpg the Egyptian and Sudanese
political elites, to sign the agreement and codpevath the rest of the countries in jointly
developing, protecting the Nile Basin (Solomon, 201

In the eyes of many Ethiopians, the Nile watersehagen source of enemies like Egypt and
Sudan and the proxy wars of Somalia and Eritrea i®ne way or another intimately
interconnected, reaching agreement in the use e@fNite waters is a dual benefit for

Ethiopia. Firstly, Ethiopia contributes 85% of thale; hence, whatever sort of logical
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distribution of this natural resource will beneffthiopia®® Secondly, Egypt will stop
hostility and its destructive covert and overt supfor hostile neighboring countries will be
reduced once the Nile issue resolved. Thereforeipfia and Kenya have worked hard to
come up with a new agreement on the use of the WMaters. Under the NBI, the two
countries negotiated with the relevant stakeholders the result gained from this win- win
deal is appreciable, the two countries are supgdiyeother up stream states and seeing the

Nile in curving famine in the two countries appeansausible assumption.

5.8. Energy Trade

Every country in the world has energy demand, ti@mand could not be fulfill only by
domestic sources. The scarcity of energy in dagayp-activity forced countries to buy
energy from other countries that have abundantralatesources. This buying and selling
activity is called as Energy trade. Africa is en@owwith abundant energy resources.
However, these resources are remote from demarab;atkey are underdeveloped and
accompanied with poor infrastructure. Ethiopia &athya both have shortage of energy but
they have planned different ways to mitigate thisbpem. Ethiopia has abundant water and
suitable topography for generation of hydroelecpawer. Kenya is inter-connected with
Tanzania in order to narrow dawn energy demandsapg@ly gap in its territory. Moreover,
Ethiopia agreed to sell 1/3 of Gilgel Gibe IIl hgétectric power to Kenya at cheap price

when compared with the current price in Kemnyav(v.kenyamission-un

Ethiopia has numerous rivers which have a poteofigenerating hydroelectric power that
can satisfy the domestic demand and could be eeghoot neighboring countries. Ethiopian
officials argue that the building of Gilgel Gibd hydroelectric project and the intended
Gilgel Gibe IV, and Gillgel Gibe V enable the coynto sell the excess hydro power from
these projects to Kenya and agreement has beehegedetween the two governments.
Kenya's electricity supply comes from both interrsald external sources; it has hydro
electric station at dams along the upper Tana riVerk well George Dam the West and a

petroleum fired plant on the cost, geothermal iéed at olkanria (near Nairobi). Kenya buys

% Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoR¥eighboring Countries Department on
December,2010.
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electricity from Uganda. In spite of such diverelgy sources Kenya has a problem of short
falls of electricity transmission and distributiomn this connection the building of
hydroelectric power on Gilgel Gibe River will bertéfenya to get its badly needed energy
demand (Ethiopian Embassy in London, 2010; Fortd889:2).

The abject poverty in Africa, particularly in bladkfrica makes the use of commercial
energy a difficult option. Hence, the strong demsm#® on biomass, fire wood, charcoal,
animal waste is seen. Regional economic communitiddrica have developed hydropower
resources these are: “The 666 Mega Watts, KaribdhS®ower Station, in SADC, between
Zambia and Zimbabwe, the 40 Mega Watt Ruzizi hyleaec stations in the Great Lakes
region, among Burundi, Democratic Republic of Cagngnd Rwanda” are exemplary for
regional power pools (ECA, 2004:156).

When we look at the Horn of Africa, the lack of apeenergy supply hindered the
development endeavor of the region; the possible awd from this problem is promoting
hydroelectric production which is cheap and enviment friendly than other energy sources.
For example, Ethiopia has 45,000 Mega Watt hydragopotential. Nonetheless, it has
developed only 2,000 MW and it is doing additiomgidropower project which will be
exported to Kenya, Sudan and Djibouti only aftex fatisfaction of domestic demand. The
cost of oil fired electricity generation in Djiboubur fold higher than that of Ethiopia’s
hydropower production cost. (Seifulaziz, and JaR0Q7: 14-18). Regional integration
process in Africa commands the importance of potmade, the attempt of Ethiopia and
Kenya to be connected under East African Power BPBAPP) is appreciable as it will

expand the cooperation of the two countries in tafthl sectors.

5.9. The Use of Gibe River

Gibe River also called, as (Omo River) is one dfigtian rivers that have huge potential for
hydroelectric power and it has a potential of mtign for hundred thousands hectare of land.
The Ethiopian government has already completedeGigbe |, a hydropower project that is

generating 187 MW, Gilgel Gibe 1l, 420 MW and tharg Gilgel Gibe IlI is currently under

construction and expected to generate 1,870 MWioft#mn government and its Kenyan
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counterpart have common understanding of the kteokthe Gilgel Gibe 1ll and they are
jointly seeking debt for this projett.The Environmental friendly nature of the projenta
the agreement of the Ethiopian government to €0l W out of 1,870 MW from Gilgel
Gibe 11l to the Kenyan government have helps the ¢auntries to hold the same position on
the Gibe Il Project. However, there are groupsyiremmentalist and parliamentarians
heavily opposed the building of Gilgel Gibe Ill. 0% the Kenyan National Assembly
discussed the issue of Gilgel Gibe Il on Thursdik! December 2008. Mr David Ethuro
asked the minister of water and irrigation aboat ¢xtensive damming of Omo River, the
major Source of water for Lake Turkana that impodedger of drying of the lake. The
parliamentarian also asked what the Kenyan govemhmuas doing to protect the country’s
national interest. Mr Ethuro argued that:

Due to the damming of River Omo in Ethiopia, theeleof the lake has

dropped by 10 meters: the lake has three sites llaae been declared

world heritage sites. The decrease of water lewglisaffect both the flora

and fauna, and the economic life style of about, @@ people. It will not

only affect the people around Lake Turkana, bub @s the other side of

Marsabit and Chalbi districts. (National Assemblffi@al report, 2008

qguoted in Abebe mulu).
Other oppositions of Gibe Il were friends of Lakerkana and international Rivers that held
extensive campaign against Gilgel Gibe Ill. Thesé@¢ urged international financial
institutions to deprive dept for the Ethiopian gowaent. The Ethiopian government had a
pressing energy shortage in the year 2003 and d#& forced to buy diesel generator and
installed in Dire dawa (40Mw) Awash Sebat (30 MWig&aliti (10 MW) such huge energy
short falls has harmed the productivity of the dounAs fortune News paper described:
“There was no officially announced power sheddingg@m as in past although EEPCO
switches of its button during morning peak houest\ilzen 9:00 am and noon) and late in the
afternoon” (between 6 pm and 8 pm) (Fortune, FeB0D9). Having such short falls of
electricity the Ethiopian government convinced txeerate Gilgel Gibe Ill despite the
oppositions of some Kenyan parliamentarians and 8lG®egarding the position of the
Kenyan government Prime Minster Meles Zenawi saidis interview with the Embassy of

FDRE in Britain:

% Interview with Teshome Shumbe an officer in MoFAighbouring Countries Department on
December,2010.
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We have no dispute with Kenya on the hydro eleginiwer project, on the

contrary the Kenyan government would expect us @b some of the

electricity generated from Gilgel Gibe 1ll to Kenymdeed together with

Kenya, we are approaching funding agencies to lelguild an electricity

grid network that would connect Ethiopia to Kenfanpassy of the FDRE in

Britain, 2010).
The explanation of the Ethiopian government conogrGilgel Gibe Il project appears
convincing that it raises the nature of the protbet is environment friendly and it does not
incur major rescue on the Lake Turkana. It is reeceemory that River Omo flooded the
Dassanech and Yangatom area and inflicted lossimoiah life and destruction of properties
of the pastoralist societies in the area. The [Bihio government and Kenyan government
have signed memorandum of understanding that maaty& beneficiary from the Gilgel
Gibe III, 500 WM of this project will be exported Kenya. Since the two countries have not
pull out their people from poverty, famine, thewédo work together in developing trans-
boundary resources. When they exploit their nattgsburces and jointly develop, maintain
protect their common resources it can lead to natémn of the two countries gradually. The
commenced infrastructure development that joinshbiveler town of Moyale to Mombasa
port and other infrastructure development gird shecessful political and security relations

of the two countries to be translated into a wiglBnomic cooperation.
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CHAPTER SIX
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The study has attempted to describe Ethio-Kenyarecurgy issues: the common
denominators that commanded the actions of thecoumtries, regional security problems
and their impact in the two countries, what rembkdyg been prescribed by the two countries
til now, and major challenges and prospects fodsteong Ethio-Kenyan security
cooperation. The major assumption of the studyEitlio Kenyan security relations are
exemplary for the rest of Horn of African regiorhéBe relationships grow up from strong
base laid by the Emperor Haile Sellassie of Etlsamd President Jomo Kenyatta of Kenya.
Despite change of government and ideology, the dauntries have maintained their good
state-to-state relations. However, Ethiopia and yWéeshare trans-boundary resources, but
they have not endorsed binding legal frameworkhenuse of their common resources. As

far as security threats are concerned, they hawvegtooperation.

The security problems of Ethiopia and Kenya aremately related with their neighboring
countries. As the problems are very complicateelir tbolutions need strong and continuous
effort by the two countries. One of the major ségusroblems of the two countries is the
issue of Somalia. The two countries have sizablmabiopopulation and they were ones
claimed to join with their ethnic lines in Somallhen Somalia became a failed state and
war- torn, Somali refugees flooded to Ethiopia &mhya. Furthermore, radical Islamic Al-
Shabaab group in Somalia has created a link witrnational terrorist group Al-Qaeda.
Another common security concern of Ethiopia and y&eis the conflict between and among
the pastoralist communities in and around their mom border area. These communities do
not consider crossing the boundary of the otheillegal act. They move along with their
cattle in search of pastureland and water. Whew ith@dentally met with the other side,

they usually fight and cattle raids and many illeaivities result.

The issue of Ogaden has been a security concerthmeofEthiopian governments since
Emperor Menelik Il incorporated the area to his domThe present Ethiopian government
is in confrontation with ONLF (Ogaden National Libgon Front.) As chapter four of this

study shows, the issue of Ogaden has many dimendioa influence of islamist forces in
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the failed state of Somalia, the mis- use of fdogethe Ethiopian government army, the
inability of the Federal Government to respondn® development questions of the Ogadeni
people, the governments failure to implement thagbats granted by the Constitution

including self rule, among others, are factorstfa current instability in the region. Ogaden
is a large territory. Hence, the prevalence ofabiity in Ogaden means, instability of

eastern part of Ethiopia. Besides, islamist fornéSomalia cross the Ethiopian boundary and
involve in the Ogaden conflict. The recent agreentmtween the Ethiopian government
with one ONLF faction led by Salahdin Mao is appabte. However, the other faction is

still fighting with the Ethiopian army.

The movement of OLF in Ethio-Kenyan border hasmpaict in the security cooperation of
Ethiopia and Kenya. The researcher believes theduse of the ethnic link in the Kenyan
side of the border and the porous nature of theEKenyan border, OLF occasionally cross
the Kenyan border and launch its attacks on théftn government army. This security
challenge is even higher given the Oromo’s areclatpnic group both in terms of territorial
and population size. Most revenue generating itefm&thiopia are generated from the
Oromia Region. If the power of OLF strengthensHitigiopian economy could be in trouble.
Moreover, the Northern Frontier District of Kenyadathe south and western part of Ethiopia
could be exposed for instability. One plausiblense® is the opening of political space for
all opposition groups; this might attract the ditam of the OLF leaders to peaceful

involvement in the Ethiopian politics.

There is an increasing trend of the influx of refeg from Ethiopia to Kenya. It seems that
most of the refugees have economic motive for daparno Kenya rather than political
motive. The information gathered from the Ethiopamd the Kenyan side shows that the
Ethiopian refugees have a desire to reach to Sfuita by crossing Kenyan, Tanzanian and
Mozabique borders. This illegal migration produsederal dangers on the refugees that are
using risk-ful roads such as to hide from Kenyacuséy forces. The Kenyan government
established controlling centers and detained Ethiopefugees who were trying to cross the
common boundary. This also put the Ethiopian gawemt under pressure. Refugees are not

only going to Kenya but they are crossing othergeaous areas including Bossaso in
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Somalia. This entails the frustration of the yo@oung productive force).The Ethiopian

government needs to create additional job oppdstuaicurve the problem of refugees.

The terrorist threat in the two countries is adskeesby different measures. Each country is
doing its own homework. Drafting anti-Terrorism Latwaining security forces to combat
terrorism and approaching the Muslim communities some of the strategies in fighting
terrorism. Besides, Ethiopia and Kenya have comaoaiioins on terrorist incidents. They
have cooperation with the US in combating terrorisnthe region. CJTFHOA (Combined
Joint Task Force in the Horn of Africa) is one atk forces that are working with Ethiopia
and Kenya. The US have given training for Ethiopgend Kenyan security forces, and for
Ethiopian NBE anti-money laundering measures. Tindtilateral effort also considered the
backward areas in the coastal areas of Kenya. Mustimmunities in the coastal areas of
Kenya viewed as they are victims by Christian cdess; the victimization narratives of Al-
Qaeda and Al-Shabbab radicalized Muslim communitie&enya. Moreover, the Anti-
Terror-Police-Units (ATPUs) in Kenya are accusechafassing Kenyan Muslims. Hence,
the rights of Muslim communities should be protdctEhey have to get access to education,
health service and other basic necessities. This dtcg the source of terrorism in the

Ethiopian and Kenyan Muslim communities.

There are factors that assist the Ethio-Kenyanrggatooperation. The involvement of the
two countries in the peace process of Somalia arthis has tremendous outcomes. Even
though the complicated nature of the Somali palitiendered the establishment of central
government, there are prospects for the comingagt dhat will declare a better Somalia.
The African Union Mission in Somalia has controllettain areas in Mogadishu, the capital
of Somalia. The TFG has discussed with moderateosscof the UIC. The Ethiopian and
Kenyan governments together with IGAD played a mlstrengthening the capacity of the
TFG. They have trained Somali soldiers that carstissprotecting the peace and stability of
Somalia. If Somalia established a central powetr¢ha provide basic government functions,
Ethiopia and Kenya would have a relief from temgbthreat from Somalia and the infiltration
of ONLF into the Ogaden. This task is not the selgponsibility of Ethiopia and Kenya;

much is needed from IGAD, AU and UN. Similarly, theace process in Sudan has brought
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a cease-fire between the Sudan government andRb®I/A. South Sudan held referendum
and decided to establish a new state. This achientm partly the role of Ethiopian and
Kenyan government as well as IGAD. Sudan is thgefstr country in the continent, and
whatever happen in Sudan, it will affect the nemiry countries of Ethiopia and Kenya.
After the 1995 Sudanese government involvementxposing Islamic ideology to the
region, the relations of neighboring countries withartoum strained. When Eritrea and
Ethiopia fought in 1998, the Sudanese governmemirogigched Ethiopia and this re-
established peaceful relation of the two counti$aegsequently, Ethiopia played a role in the

Sudanese peace process.

The other opportunity in the security relationgle# two countries is their position in the use
of trans- boundary resources. Ethiopia and Kenyaiestrans-boundary resources and have
agreements on the use of these resources. The Giweris the largest River that flows to
Lake Turkana. Ethiopia has built Gilgel Gibe | dhend is building Gilgel Gibe 1ll. Despite
oppositions from some Kenyan parliamentarians aB®HS, Ethiopia and Kenya agreed the
building of Gigel Gibe Ill. When this project isnfilized, Ethiopia will export 500MW
electric power to Kenya. This has economic beriefithe peoples of the two countries. The
position of Ethiopia and Kenya in the use of thdeNiaters is the same. They have
denounced the 1959 Agreement between Egypt andnSddés position is supported by
other NBI (Nile Basin Initiative) member states.eBb countries signed CFA (Cooperative
Framework Agreement) in May 14, 2010. They havenedethe signature for a year time.
Recently, Ethiopia has started the Grand Millenibam that is believed to generate
5,250MW, and the cost of the project is estimatéd8@Billion Birr. The Ethiopian
government vowed to finance this project solelydnal sources. This success is the result of

the cooperation of Kenya and other NBl member state

Ethiopia is a landlocked country whose internatidraede relies on the ports of neighboring
countries. The Djibouti port is the main access Etiniopia to the international seas. The
dependence of Ethiopia on a single country forpitst service has been challenged the
Ethiopian government. Hence, Ethiopia is looking fdternative ports in the rest of

neighboring countries. Port Sudan, Berbera, Mopalgs are considered by the Ethiopian
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government. Access to sea ports is important ferctiuntry’s security. If it needs to import
heavy weapons, the permission of the port ownentrpus necessary. If the country refuses,
to allow the transfer of such equipments in waretitihe countries sovereignty might be at
stake. Therefore, Ethiopia’s security cooperatiathwenya should be strengthen for this
end. The Kenyan port of Mombassa is preferableséoith and south west parts of Ethiopia
that contributed Ethiopia’s 20% of export. Besideésnya has no record of hostility with the
Ethiopian government. Kenya offered its Mombassa ®ben Eritrean insurgents blocked

Ethiopia’s ports in Derg time.
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Appendix(1): list of key informants

KEY INFORMANT

DATE AND PLACE OF
INTERVIEW

POSITION&ORGANIZATION

Abdilwasa Abdilhi

10/10/2010.AAU at 4pm

Instructor at AAU,PSIR

Department

Machani Natan

15/11/2010.Kenya Emba
at 11pm

SSY.
First Secretary of Keny

Embassy in Ethiopia

Masimba Laban

3/1/20011.Megenags at
2pm.

AU

Teshome Shumbe

10/10/2010.in MoFA Off
at 9am

cefficer in MoFA, Neighboring
countries Affairs




Appendix (2) Interview Guideline Questions for MoFA

Introduction
I am, Henok Merhatsidk a post graduate studemtermational Relations, AAU.l am doing
my MA thesis on Security Factors affecting Ethionlfa Relations (post 1991) Challenges
and Prospects. The main objective of the studyts look into Ethio-Kenya political and

security relations in tackling both their domestic external security threats.

Therefore your genuine information is highly appaited and valuable for the study. | would
like to assure you that confidentiality for yoummments will be respected and will be used
only for research purpose. | greatly appreciate acichowledge your taking time to speak
with me.
1. What are the main factors which calls for both &b and Kenya
coordinated actions? How do you evaluate the rbéxternal actors in mitigating these
cross-cutting issues?
2. What are the major challenges for cooperation imd=Kenya relations for
integrated and sustainable trans boundary resoma@eagement, development and
utilization? How do you evaluate the policy andificdl positions of the politicians
and policy makers of the two states?
3. What are the major opportunities for Ethio-Kenyameration for integrated
action in safeguarding peace and stability of tHmarder area? Development of
infrastructure, port use and energy trade endeavors
4. How do you evaluate the role of the Ethiopian gowent in further
expanding the Ethio-Kenya relations for better hiénaf the people of the two

countries?



Appendix (3) Interview Guideline Questions for Kenyan MissiarEthiopia

Introduction
I am, Henok Merhatsidk a post graduate studemtermational Relations, AAU.l am doing
my MA thesis on Security Factors affecting Ethionlfa Relations (post 1991) Challenges
and Prospects. The main objective of the study ifook into Ethio-Kenya political and

security relations in tackling both their domesti external security threats.

Therefore your genuine information is highly appaited and valuable for the study. | would
like to assure you that confidentiality for yoummments will be respected and will be used
only for research purpose. | greatly appreciate acichowledge your taking time to speak
with me.

1. What are the main factors which calls for bothi@&pia and Kenya coordinated actions?
How do you evaluate the role of external actomnitigating these cross-cutting issues?

2. What are the major challenges for cooperatioktimo-Kenya relations for integrated

and sustainable Tran’s boundary resource manageder@lopment and utilization? How

do you evaluate the policy and political positiaighe politicians and policy makers of

the two states?

3. What are the major opportunities for Ethio-Kenyameration for integrated action in
safeguarding peace and stability of the border?af@antrolling the movement of armed
Ethiopian opposition groups and threats that ameicg from the failed state of Somalia?

4. How do you evaluate the role of the Kenyan gowemt in further expanding the Ethio-
Kenyan Relation for better benefit of the peoplé¢hef two countries?



Appendix (4) Interview Guideline Questions for Abdiwasa Abdilhi

Introduction
I am, Henok Merhatsidk a post graduate studemtgrmational Relations, AAU.l am doing
my MA thesis on Security Factors affecting Ethionlfa Relations (post 1991) Challenges
and Prospects. The main objective of the studyts look into Ethio-Kenya political and

security relations in tackling both their domestic external security threats.

Therefore your genuine information is highly appaited and valuable for the study. | would
like to assure you that confidentiality for yoummments will be respected and will be used
only for research purpose. | greatly appreciate acichowledge your taking time to speak
with me.

1. How do you evaluate the Ethio-Kenya reladiin safeguarding the peace and stability
of their common border? What are the major threat&thio-Kenya security?

2. How do you evaluate the involvement of Etiaoand Kenya in the peace process of
Sudan and Somalia? What are the spillover effettsonflict in Somalia and Sudan for
Ethiopia and Kenya?

3. How do you evaluate the security situation i@ @gaden Region of Ethiopia? What are
the main causes for the lingering problem in tlatipular part of Ethiopia?
4. How do you see the impact of Ethiopian governnmmiicies and actions in solving

security issues in Ogaden?



Appendix (5) Interview Guideline Questions for Masimba Laban

Introduction
I am, Henok Merhatsidk a post graduate studemtermational Relations, AAU.l am doing
my MA thesis on Security Factors affecting Ethionlfa Relations (post 1991) Challenges
and Prospects. The main objective of the study ifook into Ethio-Kenya political and

security relations in tackling both their domestic external security threats.

Therefore your genuine information is highly appeied and valuable for the study. | would
like to assure you that confidentiality for yoummments will be respected and will be used
only for research purpose. | greatly appreciate acicdhowledge your taking time to speak
with me.

1. What are the main factors that commanded dommon actions of Ethiopia and
Kenya? How do you evaluate the inter—state relatadrihe two countries?
2. How do you evaluate the participation of civkteeties of Ethiopia and Kenya for strong
relations of the peoples of the two countries?
3. How do you evaluate the level of infrastructdexelopment that could link Ethiopia and
Kenya? What are the main factors for the preserdl lef infrastructure between the two
countries?
4. How do you evaluate the positions of Ethiopid &enya in the peace process of Somalia

and Sudan?



Appendix (6)

Declaration page

Table 2: Intra —State Conflicts in and around the Horn of Africa

S Selected Rebel Years of . Active Regional
tate . Motivation .
Movements Origin Backing
Djibouti | Front for the Restoration of 1991 Change of regime Eritrea
Unity and Democracy
Eritrea Eritrea Islamic Jihad 1989 Change of regime Sudan
Eritrean Democratic Alliance | - Change of regimg Ethiopia
Afar Red Sea Democratic 1998 Autonomy Ethiopia
Front
Ethiopia | Eritrean Liberation Front 1961 Secession Sudan, Somali, Egypt
Eritrean People’s Liberation | 1972 Secession Sudan, Saudi Arabia
Front
Tigray People’s Liberation 1975 Autonomy and change of | Sudan
Front _regime
Oromo Liberation Front 1976 Secession Sudan, Somali, Eritrea
Western Somali Liberation 1961/1976 | Secession Somali
Front
Ogaden National Liberation 1986 Secession Eritrea
Front
Ethiopian People’s Patriotic 1998 Change of regime Eritrea
Front
Kenya Shifta war 1963 Secession Somali
Libya National Front for the 1981 Change of regime Sudan
Salivation of Libya
Somali Somali Salivation Democratic | 1979 Change of regime Ethiopia
Front
Somali National Movement 1981 Secession Ethiopia
Al Itihad al Islamiya 1983 Islamization Sudan, Ethiopia
Somali Patriotic Movement 1989 Change of regime -
United Somali Congress 1989 Change of regime Ethiopia
Al Shabab Al Mujahedeen 2006 Change of regime Eritrea
Sudan Beja Congress 1958 Autonomy Eritrea
Anyanya 1960 Secession Ethiopia
Sudan People’s Liberation 1983 Secession Ethiopia, Libya,
Army Uganda, Eritrea, Kenya
National Democratic alliance | 1995 Change of regime Eritrea , Ethiopia
Justice and Equality 2003 Darfur Eritrea , Chad
Movement
Sudan Liberation Movement | 2003 Darfur Eritrea
Uganda | National Resistance Army 1981 Change of regime -
Lord’s Resistance Army 1987 Autonomy Sudan

Source: Complied by -




