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ABSTRACT

In response to Kenyan citizens’ growing uneasiness with regard to the cross-
border violence from Somalia-based terrorists, the government of Kenya has begun to
erect a barrier along its shared border with Somalia. This thesis looks at
the interconnectedness of the Kenya—Somalia borderlands that are home to the Somali

ethnic group and the potential impact of the border barrier on this population.

The thesis examines the link between the historical bordering process carried out
by the colonial and post-colonial powers, which contributes to the complexity of border
security. Geopolitical analysis examines this process and the emergence of identity
politics within the Somali ethnic group, as well as how this ethnic identity has been
exploited by terrorists and contributed to conflicts. Additionally, securitization theory
explains not only the government’s decision to harden the border, but also the

population’s acceptance of an existential threat that legitimizes it.

The research concludes that the barrier on the Kenya-Somalia border will
impact the Somali ethnic group in the borderlands. To minimize this impact, the
research recommends the border fence as a temporary solution to enhance security in
Kenya and suggests ways for the government to leverage the support of the

borderlands population to effectively ensure this solution.
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l. INTRODUCTION

Although they are two nations separated by a clearly marked border, Kenya and
Somalia are intimately connected by the Somali ethnic group that has long inhabited the
lands lying on either side of the border. The epicenter of that connection is “the Northern
Frontier District of Kenya (N.F.D.) [which] is dominantly Somali-inhabited”! as shown

by the ethnographic map in Figure 1.

ADDIS ABABA, ~ ik Dawa \_Hargeisa e /
o, ETHIOPIA \,

”46,5 oeADSN
SIDAMO ‘G
J Al L4

£

INDIAN

OCEAN

%DGADISCIO
/ ;_g
J \5&

THE HORN OF AFRICA

[] Approximate area inhabited by
Somali peaple

Fﬁfr;u'{\r\

IU.MlA -

<)

Y E:usha. v AFAR Other ethnic group
TANZANIA ombasa 2 il

MILES

Figure 1. Area Occupied by the Somali Ethnic Group.?2

The borderline that divides the area already occupied by the Somali ethnic group

was drawn by European colonial powers in the 19" century through “treaties,

1A A Castagno, “The Somali-Kenyan Controversy: Implications for the Future,” Journal of Modern
African Studies 2, no. 2 (July 1964):165, http://www.jstor.org/stable/158817.

2 Source: Muturi Njeri, “Kenya that was Never Kenyan: The Shifta War & The North Eastern
Kenya,” April 2015, https://medium.com/@muturi/kenya-that-was-never-kenyan-the-shifta-war-the-north-
eastern-kenya-e7fc3dd31865#.9zjz6gkqz.


https://medium.com/@muturi/kenya-that-was-never-kenyan-the-shifta-war-the-north-eastern-kenya-e7fc3dd31865#.9zjz6qkqz
https://medium.com/@muturi/kenya-that-was-never-kenyan-the-shifta-war-the-north-eastern-kenya-e7fc3dd31865#.9zjz6qkqz

agreements, and exchanges of notes and protocol”3 for their own interests during the
colonial period. The colonial powers did not take into consideration the physical or social
characteristics of the location of the borders. They did not, as Wafula Okumu states,
“respond to what people believe to be [a] rational demographic, ethnographic, and
topographic boundary,”# and, thus, drew borders that felt arbitrary to the local
population. In any event, the resultant division of people and fractured cultural areas form
the basis of contemporary conflicts, particularly among the border populations in most
African countries. Still, these boundaries were adopted after independence in the mid-20"
century by the majority of African countries, disrupting socio-cultural and political
systems at the borderlands. The Kenya-Somalia border is no exception, with the Somali
ethnic group separated by the territorial borders of Kenya and Ethiopia. In other words,
the border lands are home to a people of a common socio-cultural identity and a different
political identity.

The lack of governance in Somalia has led to the emergence of a clan-based
insurgent and terrorist group—AIl Shabaab—and many years of instability have led to a
large number of refugees and illegal immigrants in Kenya and other countries within the
East African region. The refugees, illegal immigrants, and the Kenya Somalis form an
extensive network for the Somali ethnic group within the region, which makes it easy for
Al Shabaab to recruit fighters from within this network. This protracted refugee situation
in Kenya and the open border between Kenya and Somalia allows the Somali-based Al
Shabaab terrorists to blend in with the refugees and move freely across the border.
Meanwhile, the political instability in Somalia provides a favorable environment for
terrorist training that posies enormous security challenges to Kenya and other

neighboring countries.

3 Muhammad B. Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” in The Delimitation
and Demarcation of Boundaries in Africa, 2nd ed. (Addis Ababa: Commission of the African Union,
2014), 12, http://www.peaceau.org/uploads/au-2-en-2013-delim-a-demar-user-guide.pdf.

4 Wafula Okumu, “The Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries: With Specific Reference
to Africa,” in The Delimitation and Demarcation of Boundaries in Africa, 2nd ed. (Addis Ababa:
Commission of the African Union, 2014):4, http://www.peaceau.org/uploads/au-2-en-2013-delim-a-demar-
user-guide.pdf.
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http://www.peaceau.org/uploads/au-2-en-2013-delim-a-demar-user-guide.pdf

In its recruitment of Kenya Somalis, Al Shabaab exploits ethnic and religious
similarities in identity at the borderlands, the grievances of a marginalized community,
and the vulnerability of the young Somalis in the refugee camps. A recent terrorist attack
at Garissa University (150 kilometers from the Kenya-Somali border) in April 2015, in
which more than 147 students were killed, was organized and staged from Dadaab
refugee camp, and one of its masterminds was a Kenya Somali recruited by Al Shabaab.
The attack sharply demonstrates Al Shabaab’s success at recruiting from within the
Kenyan and refugee populations.

Kenya continues to experience terrorist attacks at the borderlands and in its major
cities. Among the terrorist attacks in the capital city of Nairobi were the attacks at the
United States Embassy in 1998 and the Westgate Mall (the most posh and most visited
mall by wealthy Kenyans and expatriates) in 2013. These two terrorist attacks “altered
perceptions of terrorism in Kenya’s public”® in a similar manner to how the 9/11 terrorist
attacks changed how Americans viewed their borders. This changed view is manifested
in the “unprecedented attention ... to boundaries and homeland security [and has] led to
massive shifts in governance priorities, public opinion, public expenditures, and the
nature of doing business in North America.”6 Similarly, Kenyans have reframed their
borders as a core territory linked to terrorist attacks and now regard border security

policies as essential to prevent further attacks.

A. RESEARCH QUESTION

What role have geopolitical conflicts played in the hardening of the Kenya-

Somalia border?

The research aims at studying the link between the identity politics of the Somali
ethnic group both in Somalia and Kenya, and the geopolitical conflicts that have led to

hardening of the Kenya- Somalia border.

5 Volker Krause and Eric E. Otenyo, “Terrorism and the Kenyan Public,” Studies in Conflict &
Terrorism 28, no. 2 (August 2006): 101, doi: 10.1080/10576100590905075.

6 Victor Konrad, “Towards a Theory of Borders in Motion,” Journal of Borderland Studies 30, no.1
(March 2015):3, doi: 10.1080/08865655.2015.1008387.
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To respond to the research question, the thesis explores the independence and
post-independence bordering process of the Kenya-Somalia boundary. Then, the thesis
analyzes the post-independence geopolitical conflicts that have occurred along the border
with the central objective of establishing the relationship between identity politics of the
Somali ethnic group and the geopolitical conflicts that have culminated in a closure of the

border.

B. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE RESEARCH

The Kenya-Somalia border is viewed as the gateway for the Al Shabaab Somali
terrorist group responsible for the attacks in Kenya and the East African region. The
insecurity perceived to originate from the border has led to the decision to put up a border
fence and close down the refugee camp in consideration of national security interests.” A
fence along such a complex border presents a challenge because it will divide people of a
common identity who maintain close ties with one another. This thesis explores the
complexity of the management of such an important border region for the future peace
and stability of Kenya and its impact on what has been Kenya’s positive relationship with
Somalia. The practical significance of the proposed research lies in the benefits of
reconceptualization of the border fence on the Kenya-Somali border while maintaining
security in Kenya and in the East African region. The thesis may also provide a source
for scholars, researchers, and most importantly, the policy makers.

C. LITERATURE REVIEW

The literature review seeks to promote the reader’s understanding of border
theory, identity politics, and border walls and fences in order to establish how the
bordering process creates grounds for identity politics that are used as a mobilizing factor
in geopolitical conflicts. This literature review helps to address the major research

question covered in this thesis by providing a theoretical understanding of the genesis of

7 Loulla-Mae Eleftheriou-Smith, “Kenya Garissa University Attack Al Shabaab Gun Man Abdirahim
Abdullahi Identified as Son of Kenyan Government Official,” Independent, September 23, 2015,
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/africa/kenya-garissa-university-attack-al-shabab-gunman-
abdirahim-abdullahi-identified-as-son-of-kenyan-10156726.html.

4


http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/africa/kenya-garissa-university-attack-al-shabab-gunman-abdirahim-abdullahi-identified-as-son-of-kenyan-10156726.html
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identity politics and the role it play in conflicts in order to understand the push factors

that have contributed to Kenya’s current geopolitical policy.

1. Border Theory

Borders are evolutionary in nature, and they serve different purposes to those who
draw them and those living along them at different times.8 Victor Konrad in his article
“Towards a Theory of Borders in Motion” refers to the evolutionary nature of borders as
‘borders in motion,” and writes that “the border is increasingly at the center of the politics
of identity [and] security...yet it is not as fixed as it appears either in practice or in
meaning ... and the making and unmaking of borders is just a matter of time.”9 Chiara
Brambilla describes the evolution as a change in the concept of borders over time and
argues that it is the “progressive movement of borders from the marginal to the political
sphere.”10 Okumu, when referring to African borders, argues that “pre-colonial African
boundaries ‘were not static’ and fluctuated in the period immediately before the
imposition of colonial rule and the ensuing boundaries.”!l He further states that
“boundaries are political creations that reflect the mindset and needs of those in

power.”12

These authors all agree that borders are dynamic in nature; their physical form
changes both in space and time to define their geopolitical purpose and demonstrate the
political control of state borders. Adekunle Ajala offers another perspective of evolution
of borders and presents an argument based on three processes13 through which borders
must evolve. The first process is allocation, which he defines as the process of arbitrarily

dividing up land for political reasons. Delimitation is the second process, which involves

8 Okumu, “The Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 34.
9 Konrad, “Towards a Theory of Borders in Motion,” 1.

10 Chiara Brambilla, “Exploring the Critical Potential of the Borderscapes Concept,” Geopolitics 20,
no. 1 (May 2014): 15, doi: 10.1080/14650045.2014.884561.

11 okumu, “The Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 37.
12 1pig,

13 Adekunle Ajala, “The Nature of African Boundaries,” Africa Spectrum 18, no. 2 (1983):178,
http://www.jstor.org/stable/40174114 .
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selection of the border site using the information available. The last process is
demarcation, which he explains, is the actual marking of the border on the ground by the
use of beacons, pillars, or fences.14 In line with this argument, Ajala states that all the
borders do not have to go through the three stages and can be defined as legitimate
borders by going through only one of the processes, which is the case for African

borders.15

Of course, before borders can evolve, borders must be created. Different scholars
describe this process. For Noel Parker and Rebecca Adler the bordering process
constitutes “the activities which have the effect of constituting, sustaining or modifying
borders.”16 According to Sabelo J. Ndlovu-Gatsheni and Brilliant Mhlanga, the
bordering process, which “brings to light the dialectical and inextricable links of
geography and history,”17 forms a solid basis for explaining present-day state of borders
in Africa. Understanding the evolutionary nature of a border calls for an appreciation of
the bordering process of a particular border because, as Ndlovu-Gatsheni and Mhlanga
explain, “space is differentiated and institutionalized through the generation of borders
and interrogation of this construction process, and its production, is a recurrent feature of
borders, bordering, and borderlands.”18 Brambilla points out that when studying the
evolution of borders it is imperative to “focus on the way in which the very location of
borders is constantly displaced, negotiated and represented as well as the plurality of the

process ... at different points within a society.”19

According to Beatrix Haselsberger, borders are human constructs that are put in
place to serve the interests of those who establish them and hence further study of this

14 Ajala, “The Nature of African Boundaries,” 178.
15 Ipig.

16 Noel Parker and Rebecca Adler-Nissen, “Picking and Choosing the ‘Sovereign’ Border: A Theory
of Changing State Bordering Practices,” Geopolitics 17, no.4 (8 November 2012): 776, doi: 10.1080/
14650045.2012.660582.

17 sabelo J. Ndlovu-Gatsheni and Brilliant Mhlanga, Bondage of Boundaries and Identity Politics in
Postcolonial Africa (Africa Institute of South Africa, 2013), 25, https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/
ebook-nps/detail.action?doclD=1561410.

18 Ipid., 5.
19 Brambilla, “Exploring the Critical Potential of the Borderscapes Concept,” 19.
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aspect of borders develops the acceptance that borders are not a perfect fit for all.20
Okumu, in connection with the African bordering process by the colonial powers,
explains that “the concept of territorial delimitation of political control was ... culturally
alien ... and this makes colonially imposed boundaries “alien’ to Africa.”21 Okumu’s
argument does not entirely mean that there was an absolute absence of the concept of
borders: “pre-colonial Africa had systems of using zones or border marches as buffers
between kingdoms.”22 These zones were used between either different communities or
different enclaves for the pastoralist communities.23 Muhammad B. Ahmad also writes
that “African pre-colonial socio-political structures and institutions have, in their own
rights, functional categorizations that can be equated with present-day borders.”24 Both
authors agree that some form of borders existed in Africa before colonization and so the
drawing by colonial powers of new borders that did not coincide with the socio-cultural

spaces also changed the function of the borders.2>

Julian V. Minghi argues that “the boundary effect depends on the character of the
region in question,”26 and so, to talk about African borders, it is essential to look at “the
continent’s history of colonization.”27 Between 1884 and 1904 the colonial powers in
Africa carried out a bordering process to divide Africa into colonies. The colonial borders
led to the formation of not just “lines in the sand or on a map,”28 as David Newman
states, but several other invisible borders defining different identities. As Mhlanga refers

to it, the act was a “cartographic mischief inflicted on the continent by European

20 Beatrix Haselsberger,”Decoding Borders: Appreciating Border Impacts on Space and People,”
Planning Theory & Practice 15, no.4 (2014): 505, doi:10.1080/14649357.2014.963652.

21 Wafula Okumu, “The purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 36.
22 1bid., 37.

23 1bid.

24 Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” 12.

25 |bid.

26 julian V. Minghi, “Boundary Studies in Political Geography,” Annals of the Association of
American Geographers 53, no. 3 (September 1963):418, doi:10.1111/j.1467-8306.1963.tb00457 .x.

27 Timothy Mechlinski, “Towards an Approach to Borders and Mobility in Africa,” Journal of
Borderlands Studies 25, no. 2 (2010): 97, doi: 10.1080/08865655.2010.9695764.

28 David Newman, “On Borders and Power: A Theoretical Framework,” Journal of Borderlands
Studies 18, no.1 (2011):14, doi: 10.1080/08865655.2003.9695598.
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statesmen in Berlin over a century ago.”29 The historical study of African borders “gives
a critical perspective on a boundary’s role through time to its present status.”30 The role
and the scale of borders from pre-colonial time changed during colonial time to borders

that defined colonial territories.

After independence African states were faced with two choices, either to carry out
a re-bordering process or accept the imperfect borders drawn by the colonial powers.31
The African states unanimously through the Organization of African Unity (OAU) did
not consider a re-bordering process, “fearing to open a Pandora’s Box of irredentism and
secessionist claims.”32 The function of the border had changed and it was now an
institution that defined the sovereignty of a state. The “trap of seeing the borderline rather
than viewing the dynamic interaction,”33 as Konrad argues, is the genesis of a good
number of conflicts in Africa. Rivalry for power between the state and the border
communities ensued in a bid to control the borderlands. The arbitrary nature of the
borders divided people of common identity, and this forms the fault lines of geopolitical

conflicts today.

Both the colonial and the post-colonial bordering process defined a *‘closed
system of imagining space”34 defined by some form of identity and led to the creation of
majority and minority groups within the territorial spaces. The bordering process resulted
in the constant strife to reunite people of a common identity who were separated by

imposed borders. The colonial and post-colonial states, as Elizabeth E. Watson argues,

29 Ndlovu-Gatsheni and Mhlanga, Bondage of Boundaries and Identity Politics in Postcolonial Africa,

30 Minghi, “Boundary Studies,” 420.
31 Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” 16.

32 Dominique Jacquin-Berdal, Nationalism and Ethnicity in the Horn of Africa: A Critique of the
Ethnic Interpretation (New York: The Edwin Mellen Press, 2002), iii.

33 Konrad, “Towards a Theory of Borders in Motion,” 3.

34 Elizabeth E. Watson, “A “Hardening of Lines”: Landscape, Religion and Identity in Northern
Kenya,” Journal of Eastern African Studies 4, no. 2 (2010): 203, doi:10.1080/17531055.2010.487330.

8



“transformed what were simply social phenomena or forms of moral ethnicity into more

competitive and exclusive forms of political tribalism.”35

The method used by the colonial powers to demarcate and delimit borders is
argued to be the origin of African geopolitical conflicts along many borders, because it
disrupted a social order that existed for many years.36 Studies of colonial borders as one
of the causes of conflict in African countries seek to establish the link between borders
and conflict with consideration that most of these borders do not reflect the interests of
the local population. As Marilyn Silberfein and Al-Hassan Conteh argue, African borders
are different because “they have evolved through an entirely different process ... [and]
this phenomenon is important because it has become clear that boundaries in Africa play
a role in perpetuating conflict.”37 Another argument by Alberto Alesina, William
Easterly, and Janina Matuszeski on the subject is that the borders of many African
countries have been a result of the colonial processes that did not respect the desire of the
borderland population. Some ethnic groups that have been grouped into one country wish
to join their kin in the next country, while other ethnic groups are split by national
borders. The strife for reunification of ethnic groups along the borders is one major cause
of border conflicts today.38 While the authors have a consensus that many African
conflicts have indeed had a border dimension attached to them, and not necessarily in
regard to the location, reinforces the argument that there is a nexus between the bordering

process and conflicts.

2. Identity Politics

Identity politics is defined by Cressida Heyes in the Stanford Encyclopedia of

Philosophy as a “wide range of political activity and theorizing founded in the shared

35 Watson, “A “Hardening of Lines”: Landscape, Religion and Identity in Northern Kenya,” 202.
36 Minghi, “Boundary Studies,” 420.

37 Marilyn Silberfein and Al-Hassan Conteh, “Boundaries and Conflict in the Mano River Region of
West Africa,” Conflict Management and Peace Science 23, no.4 (2006): 344, doi: 10.1080/
07388940600972685.

38 Alberto Alesina, William Easterly, and Janina Matuszeski, “Avrtificial States,” Journal of the
European Economic Association 9, no. 2 (April 2011): 247, doi: 10.1111/.1542-4774.2010.01009.x.
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experiences of injustice of members of certain social groups.”39 The encyclopedia further
states that “identity politics rests on unifying claims about the meaning of politically
laden experiences to diverse individuals.”40 This argument bases identity politics on
marginalization. Mary Bernstein’s description of identity politics differs and emphasizes
the cultural aspect; she states that “scholars see identity groups as advocating for
recognition of and respect for their cultural differences, which [they] derive from their
distinct group identities.”41 Parker and Nissen describe identity politics by writing that
“all politics is identity politics,”42 meaning that the choices that people make in politics
are purely guided by identity. They further describe that identity politics is used to
describe the “differences and grievances rather than similarities and bonds among
groups.”43 This argument ties in with the Heyes’ assertion that the motivation for identity

politics is marginalization or grievances.

Among the various forms of identity that contribute to discourse in the world is
ethnic identity, and as Clayton D. Peoples writes, statistics show that more than 60
million people have lost their lives to ethnic conflict since 1945.44 Ethnic identity is a
“subset of identity categories in which eligibility for membership is determined by
attributes associated with, or believed to be associated with, descent.”4> Kanchan
Chandra argues that certain categories such as culture, history, territory, and language are

not enough to describe ethnic identity46 and places emphasis on the importance of

39 Cressida Heyes, “Identity Politics,” in Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, ed. Edward N.
Zalta (Stanford, CA: Stanford University, 2016), https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2016/entries/
identity-politics/.

40 |pid.

41 Mary Bernstein, “Identity Politics,” Annual Review of Sociology 31 (2005): 50,
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29737711.

42 parker and Adler-Nissen, “Picking and Choosing the ‘Sovereign’ Border: A Theory of changing
State Bordering Practices,” 53.

43 |pid.

44 Clayton D. Peoples, “Identity, Discrimination, and Conflict among Ethnic Minorities at Risk in the
Modern World,” in The Politics of Ethnicity and National Identities, ed. Santosh C. Saha (New York: Peter
Lang, 2007), 89.

45 Kanchan Chandra, “What Is Ethnic Identity and Does It Matter?” Annual Review of Political
Science 9 (June 2006):400, doi: 10.1146/annurev.polisci.9.062404.170715.

46 |pid.
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descent; however, J. Milton Yinger has a different view and uses culture, history,
territory, and language to classify ethnic identity as either hard or soft4’ depending on
how much one fits into the categories. Alicia F. Chavez and Florence Guido-Debrito
describe ethnic identity as “an individual’s identification with a segment of a larger
society whose members are thought, by themselves or others, to have a common origin

and share segments of a common culture.”48

A comparison of ethnic identity definitions reveals that descent is a constant
defining factor.4® By contrast, Eva Poluha argues that ethnic identity is a social construct
and can change at a particular time. She cites an example of Swedish identity and how
until the 1970s “with the influx of immigration, ‘Swedish-ness’ developed as a separate
identity in relation to other groups from whom Swedes wanted to distinguish
themselves.”50 She acknowledges that “ethnicity is a resource to be mobilized or an
instrument to be employed for further ends”>! and has been closely associated with

separatist movements that exploit ethnicity as a means to end marginalization.>2

3. Border Walls and Fences

As Okumu describes, the function of state borders can be perceived as positive or
negative; positive when uncontested, providing “national and transnational economic and
social life,”>3 and negative when they are “partitioning people, even those who speak the
same language and practice same culture into separate political units with different

national orientations.”>* Okumu goes on to state that independent states choose “how the

47 3. Milton Yinger, Ethnicity: Source of Strength? Source of Conflict? (New York: State
University,1994), 3.

48 Alicia Fedelina Chavez and Florence Guido-DiBrito, “Racial and Ethnic Identity and
Development,” New Direction for Adult and Continuing Education (1999):40, doi:10.1002/ace.8405.

49 |pid.

50 Eva Poluha, “Ethnicity and Democracy-A Viable Alliance,” in Ethnicity and the State in Eastern
Africa, ed. M.A. Mohamed Salih and John Markakis (Stockholm, Sweden: Elanders Gotab, 1998), 33.

51 Ipid.
52 bid.
53 Okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 48.
54 |bid.
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boundaries are to function and whether they have an ‘open’ or ‘closed’ character.”®S In
contrast, Brambilla claims that a “border as [a] geopolitical wound cannot break cultural
processes along and across it. Identity, culture, and memory become more and more
complex and multiple ... with reference to everyday lives spent at the border.”>6 Further,
the choices states make between having their borders closed or open are determined by
the activities at the border, which dictate whether the border functions as a bridge or as a

barrier, as illustrated in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Closed or Open Borders.>’

55 Okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 48.

56 Chiara grampilla, “Borders and Identities/Border Identities: The Angola-Namibia Border and the
Plurivocality of the Kwanyama Identity,” Journal of Borderlands Studies 22, no. 2 (November 2011): 35,
doi: 10.1080/08865655.2007.9695675.

57 |pid.
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On the other hand, Charles R. Boehmer and Sergio Pefia argue that the character
of a border is not only determined by the existing activities at the borderlands but also by
anticipated threats. Specifically, “the more a state expects conflict (insecurity) with its
neighbor, the more closed its borders will be.”>8 One of the indicators of whether borders
are bridges or barriers is the type of infrastructure at the borderlands and settlement

landscapes, as illustrated in Figure3.

Boundaries as Barriers or Bridges

a) State A % State B b) State A X State B

Figure 3. Border Settlement Patterns.>9

As Okumu illustrates in Figure 3, Michael Schack also reinforces the argument
that in border regions the level of social interactions®0 plays a central role in determining
the type of border. Brambilla describes the borderlands as the place “where people are
involved in various webs of relations that affect a cross-border region where social and

economic political relations are carried out daily,”61 which is evidenced by “the daily

58 Charles R. Boehmer and Sergio Pefia, “The Determinants of Open and Closed Borders,” Journal of
Borderlands Studies 27, no.3 (December 2012): 275, doi: 10.1080/08865655.2012.750950.

59 Okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 50.

60 Michael Schack, “Regional Identity in Border Regions: The Difference Borders Make,” Journal of
Borderlands Studies 16, no.2 (21 November 2011):100, doi:10.1080/08865655.2001.9695576.

61 Brambilla, “Borders and Identities/Border Identities,” 22.
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movement across the boundary to go to school, pasture the livestock, attend the church,

doing business across and over the boundary.”62

Globalization has created a borderless world but state borders have maintained “a
pervasive influence ... in shaping the organization of human life and identity.”63
Recently, in reaction to security threats, states have changed the function of many borders
in the world from bridges to barriers through the militarization of border infrastructure to
prevent people of one country from conducting relations with people on the side of the
border as part of the counterterrorism strategy. The trigger for this change has been
labeled by Elizabeth Vallet as a “security seeking reflex”64 and by Boehmer and Pefia as
the “right to exclusion on the basis of state sovereignty”6> in order to deal with issues
ranging from illegal immigrants, drug trafficking, terrorism, gun smuggling, and human

trafficking to name just a few.66

The hardening of borders enforces Okumu’s argument that the state border is a
“paradoxical phenomenon in the sense that it is a zone where not only is activity created
but also restrained.”67 The state’s change of the function of the border affects the
borderland population whose identity and sense of belonging is defined by the very
border. Social and family ties grow across the border and although, as claimed by
Okumu, “the neighbors across the border could be culturally despised [,] they may also

be relatives who are valued for their social capital in times of calamities or hardship.”68

History has proven that “all boundaries are leaky no matter how well they are
fenced and patrolled by police or military forces[;] ... this simply shows that despite

restrictions, it is almost impossible to stop the flow of human populations or goods across

62 Brambilla, “Borders and Identities/Border Identities,” 35.

63 eslie R. Alm and Ross E. Burkhart, “Bridges and Barriers: The Lake Superior Borderlands,”
Journal of Borderlands Studies 28, no.1 (23 May 2013):47, doi: 10.1080/08865655.2012.751728.

64 Elizabeth Vallet, Borders, Fences and Walls (Burlington, VT: Ashgate Publishing, 2014), 2.
65 Boehmer and Pefia, “The Determinants of Open and Closed Borders,” 275.

66 Okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 51.

67 1bid., 52.

68 1bid.
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a boundary.”69 The porosity of borders has been witnessed at highly guarded borders like
the U.S.-Mexico border, the North Korea-South Korea border, and even the Berlin wall
before its collapse in 1989. The trend, though, has not stopped new border barriers, and
hence, as Vallet argues, “their true purpose is to maintain a sense of security and identity
... [in which] the image of a fortified border becomes more important than its actual

effectiveness.”70

D. HYPOTHESIS OF THE RESEARCH

The uniqueness of the Somali people reinforces their identity in the Horn of
Africa, and the Somali ethnicity generates loyalty and dedication to one another within
the group.’! The hypothesis for this research is that the bordering process that led to the
formation of identity politics is the cause of the geopolitical conflicts along the border,
and that erecting a border fence is a temporary solution to leverage security in Kenya as

part of the overall management of the conflicts at the border with Somalia.

E. RESEARCH DESIGN

To determine to what extent identity politics contributes to geopolitical conflict,
this thesis examines how the Kenya-Somalia bordering process was carried out by both
the colonial powers and the post-colonial governments. The research also analyzes the
geopolitical conflicts that have been experienced at the border with an aim of establishing
the link between identity politics and the conflicts. Lastly, the geopolitical policy to close

down the Kenya-Somalia border and its impact on the Somali ethnic group is considered.

The method of research consists of a geopolitical analysis to link space and
conflict at different levels. The approach focuses on a single case study of the Kenya-
Somalia border in which the geo-analysis research method is effective in explaining the
changes that have occurred at this particular border in relation to the conflicts. The

research incorporates maps, scholarly information related to the study, policy documents,

69 okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 53.
70 vallet, Borders, Fences and Walls, 3.
71 Jacquin-Berdal, Nationalism and Ethnicity in the Horn of Africa, 17.
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and think tank and non-governmental organizations reports that highlight identity politics
as a causal factor for geopolitical conflicts. Additionally, literature on border walls and

fences contributes to explaining the effectiveness and usefulness when put in place.

F. THESIS OVERVIEW

The thesis comprises of five chapters. Chapter | covers the introduction and a
literature review of the key aspects of the thesis: borders, identity politics, geopolitical
conflicts, and border walls and fences. Chapter Il covers the background information of
the Kenya-Somalia border and the Somali ethnic group. In the third chapter, | offer a
detailed analysis of the geopolitical conflicts that have been witnessed on the Kenya-
Somalia border. Chapter IV looks at Kenya’s decision to put up a border fence offering
an analysis of the effectiveness of the infrastructure in solving the insecurity issues in the
country and the possible effects on the Somali ethnic group. The findings of the research
are synthesized along with a thematic analysis in the second, third, and fourth chapters.
Chapter V contains the conclusion and recommendations that can inform policy and

strategy in Kenya.

16



II. THE KENYA-SOMALIA BORDERLANDS:
A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

Contemporary African borders originate from European colonialism that took
place in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. The legal status of the borders was
established through treaties, agreements, and exchanges of notes between various
colonial powers for their interests.”2 The Europeans did not take into consideration the
“spatial distribution of the African ethnicities before colonization,””3 and hence they
drew borders that were arbitrary to most African communities. Nonetheless, the post-
colonial governments adopted these borders as evidenced by the many ethnic groups
partitioned by national borders today, including the Somali ethnic group living on the
Kenya-Somalia border. The question remains: how much did the bordering process affect

the Somali ethnic group on the Kenya-Somalia border?

In this chapter, | examine the history of the Kenya-Somalia borderlands across
both time and space to determine the impact of the bordering process on the Somali
ethnic group. Time is considered within the tri-fold history of pre-colonial, colonial, and
postcolonial periods, while space is used to explore the geopolitical evolution of the
Kenya-Somalia borderlands. The goal of this research is to cover the role and territorial
interests of the primary stakeholders in the region within the principal events that took
place within the three time frames. The primary stakeholders are the Somali ethnic group,
the British and Italian colonies, and the post-colonial governments of Kenya and Somalia.
The principal events covered in the research are: the bordering process, the definition of

identity, and the territorialization of ethnicity.

This approach not only historically situates all the actors within the Kenya-
Somalia border; it also illustrates the structural crisis created by the primary actors within

the three time frames, highlighting the cumulative effects on the Somali ethnic group.

72 Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” 12.

73 Elias Papaioannou and Stelios Michalopoulos, The Long-Run Effects of the Scramble for Africa
(NBER Working Paper No. 17620) (Cambridge, MA: National Bureau of Economic Research, November
2011): 1, http://lwww.nber.org/papers/w17620.
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The approach also provides the research with an analytical framework for tracing the

process that led to the definition of the current Kenya-Somalia border.

A GEOGRAPHY AND INHABITANTS OF THE KENYA-SOMALIA
BORDER

Before delving into the three time frames, the research provides a geographical
description of the borderlands and its inhabitants. The changes on the borderlands are

depicted by the number of times the map of the region has changed in the past decades.

1. Geography

Borders, as defined by Dereje Feyissa and Markus Hoehne, are “the institution[s]
of interstate division according to international law.”’4 Aboubakr Tandia describes
borders as “identity markers, exclusive and inclusive at the same time.”7> Borderlands,
on the other hand, are “territorially defined as the physical space along the border—on
both sides of it.”76 From these definitions, the border is a mark for territorial division,
while the borderlands focus on the inclusiveness and exclusiveness that they provide to
the people living on both sides of the border. In the case of this research, the territory of
the Kenya-Somalia borderlands are defined as the area between the Juba and Tana rivers,
which is the former Northern Frontier District on the Kenyan side, and the Jubaland

province on the Somalia side, as shown in Figure 4.

74 Dereje Feyissa and Markus Virgil Hoehne, “State Borders and Borderlands as Resources,” in
Borders and Borderlands as Resources in the Horn of Africa, ed. Dereje Feyissa and Markus Virgil
Hoehne (New York: Boydell & brewer Inc., 2010), 1.

75 Aboubakr Tandia, “Borders and Borderlands Identities: A Comparative Perspective of Cross-border
Governance in the Neighborhoods of Senegal, the Gambia and Guinea Bissau,” Africa Nebula2 (2010), 20,
http://www.nobleworld.biz/images/Tandia_s_Borderland_Identity.pdf.

76 Dereje Feyissa and Markus Virgil Hoehne, “State Borders and Borderlands as Resources,” 1.
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Figure 4. Kenya-Somalia Borderlands.’’

The total area of the Northern Frontier District is 127,358.5 square kilometers,
while Jubaland province has a total area of 121,056.04 square kilometers, making a total
of 248,414.54 square kilometers of borderland, which is slightly smaller than the U.S.
state of Michigan.

The climate at the borderlands is semi-arid and arid desert, which plays a critical
role in shaping the mode of livelihood within the region. It is suitable for limited
agriculture, and hence, the population there has adapted by primarily practicing nomadic
pastoralism with minimal crops grown along the rivers. Due to the demanding climate

and environment, the Somali people are forced to move often with their animals to look

" Adapted from Mark D. Gershman, Emily S. Jentes, Rhett J. Stoney, Kathrine R. Tan, Paul M.
Arguin, and Stefanie F. Steele, “Yellow Fever and Malaria Information by Country,” CDC (December,
2016), https://lwwwnc.cdc.gov/travel/yellowbook/2016/infectious-diseases-related-to-travel/yellow-fever-
malaria-information-by-country/kenya.
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for water and pasturage. Rains in the region are highly unpredictable, with an average
rainfall of 200-300 mm per year, which accounts for severe droughts in the region.
Temperatures are high, with an average of 28°= C (82° F) in the cold months and 33° C
(92° F) in the hot months.78

The low rainfall and the arid climate make water a valuable resource in the region
and often the water zones are “friction generating spots in times of stress and water
shortage, and areas of socialization when the rains come and water becomes plentiful.”7®
The Kenya-Somalia border area has two perennial rivers: the Tana River on the Kenyan
side and the Juba River on the Somalia side, as shown in Figure 5. Seasonal water zones

shown in Figure 5 (circled in red) are widely spread throughout the borderlands.80

78 Ken Menkhaus, “Kenya —Somalia Border Conflict Analysis,” USAID Report (31 August 2005): 3,
http://www.somali-jna.org/downloads/Kenya-Somalia%20 Menkhaus%20(2).pdf.

9 Vincent Bakpetu Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem
1914-2014 (Maryland: University Press of America, 2015), 13. The research discusses resource-based
conflicts in Chapter I1I.

80 Guido Ambroso, “Clanship, Conflict and Refugees: An Introduction to Somalis in the Horn of
Africa,” UNHCR (March 2002), http://dspace-roma3.caspur.it/bitstream/2307/4150/
1/Clanship,%20conflict%20and%20refugees_An%20introduction%20t0%20Somalis%20in%20the%20Hor
n%200f%20Africa.pdf.
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Figure 5. Kenya-Somalia Borderland’s Water Zones. 81

2. People

The Jubaland province and the Northern Frontier District are separated by the
international border between Kenya and Somalia. The two regions are intimately
connected by the Somali ethnic group who lives on both territories, making it “one of the
largest relatively homogeneous ethnic blocs in Africa.”82 Within the larger region in the
Horn of Africa, to the north is Ethiopia and to the east is Somalia, and both regions are

inhabited by the Somali ethnic group, as shown in Figure 6.

81 Adapted from Bruce Wedderburn’s Trip Reports blog (November 2012), http://bruce-
wedderburn.blogspot.com/2012/11/kenya-october-2012.html.

82 David E. Kromm, “Irredentism in Africa: The Somali-Kenya Boundary Dispute,” in Transactions
of the Kansas Academy of Science 70, no.3, 359, doi: 10.2307/3627482.
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To understand the Somali ethnic group, it is essential to recognize the importance
of the clan lineage, which is the main source of loyalty, identity, protection, and access to
resources. As Dominique Jacquin writes, “clan affiliation is important both politically
and socially, providing Somalis with status and identity, as well as determining
allegiances for the purpose of security.”8 To demonstrate how the clan system is the
dominant factor within the Somali ethnic group, Marco Zoppi describes how “the
influence exercised by clan affiliations ... actually retains its predominance over other

identity sources, such as religion, as well as over any form of ideology”8° In fact, in

83 Adapted from Anthony Seaboyer and David Last, “Clan and Islamic Identities in Somali
Society,” Defence Research and Development Canada (November 2011): 4, www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/
GetTRDoc?AD=ADA574116.

84 Jacquin-Berdal, Nationalism and Ethnicity in the Horn of Africa, 148.

85 Marco Zoppi, “Greater Somalia, The Never-ending Dream? Contested Somali Borders: The Power
of Tradition vs. the Tradition of Power,” Journal of African History, Politics and Society 1, no.1 (2015):46,
http://forskning.ruc.dk/site/files/54198081/Zoppi_JAHPS Vol | No_| 2015.pdf.
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reference to Islamic identity within the Somali ethnic group the term “veil lightly worn’ is
often used “because Somali Imams often don’t speak or read Arabic, ... [and] Islam is
readily accepted to the extent that it blends well with local culture and clan loyalties,”86
which illustrates the clan primacy. The ethnic group traces its origin through two
families, the Samale and the Sab, who are further subdivided into six clans: Hawiye, Dir,
Isaaq, Darod, Digil, and Rahanweyn, each with numerous sub-clans spread across the
Horn of Africa.87 The Darod sub-clans (Ogaden and Marehan) dominate the southern tier
of the borderlands and the Hawiye sub-clans (Degodia and Ajuran) occupy the north, as

shown in Figure 6.

B. TIME FRAMES

This research covers the history of the Kenya-Somalia border by progressing from
the pre-colonial era to the post-colonial era in order to highlight the events that have

shaped the border over time.

1. Pre-colonial Time Frame

The history of the Somali ethnic group can be traced back 2,000 years, but for the
purpose of this research, the pre-colonial period covers the 10th century up to the
1850s.88 This period adequately provides a basis to describe the Somali ethnic group of
the Northern Frontier District and the Jubaland province before colonialism, when neither
Kenya nor Somalia existed as states. The aim of this section is to describe the traditional
livelihood and organization in the Kenya-Somalia borderlands with regard to three main
points: border existence, social structures (specifically the concept of clanship and

religion), and political organization.

In the research on borders in Africa, little attention is given to the existence of
traditional borders before colonization because of the notion that there were vast pieces

of land and a very scarce population creating no need to demarcate territory with

86 Seaboyer and Last, “Clan and Islamic Identities in Somali Society,” viii.
87 Jacquin-Berdal, Nationalism and Ethnicity in the Horn of Africa, 144.

88 M. J. Fox, The Roots of Somali Political Culture (Colorado: First Forum Press, 2015): 5,
https://www.rienner.com/uploads/55f73f10c7eal.pdf.
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borders.89 Nevertheless, there existed some form of borders unique to this period. As Lee
Cassanelli writes, “national frontiers and geographical boundaries were much less
codified.”90 Ahmad describes borders with a social function as they “existed as social
phenomena that govern[ed] inter-human and inter-communal relationships.”®1  The
Somali ethnic group, being nomadic pastoralists, was susceptible to the effects of climate
change, which led them to be in constant movement in search of grazing land and

watering points.92

The constant movement, however, did not deter the Somali clans from having
borders between their pasturelands. Communities agreed among themselves through the
clan heads on the extent of land that each community could farm or graze their animals.
As Okumu explains “pre-colonial Africa had systems of using zones or border marches
as buffers between kingdoms.”93 In advancing Okumu’s claim, Zoppi writes that the
buffer between clans was approximately one kilometer in order to avoid clashes over

grazing land.94

The difference between the pre-colonial borders within the Somali clans and state
borders today is that the former were not static.95 Freedom of movement was guaranteed
across the borders because in Somali culture “pasturage is regarded as a gift of God to
man in general, or rather to Somalis, and is not considered to belong to specific

groups.”9 Amid this free movement of the Somali people, the administration of borders

89 Gregor Dobler, “Boundary Drawing and the Notion of territoriality in Pre-colonial and Early
Colonial Ovamboland,” Journal of Namibian Studies 3 (2008):8, https://www.ethno.uni-freiburg.de/dok/
publikationen_dobler/dobler_territoriality_jns.pdf.

90 |_ee Cassanelli, “The Opportunistic Economics of the Kenya Somali Borderland in Historical
Perspective,” in Borders and Borderlands as Resources in the Horn of Africa, ed. Dereje Feyissa and
Markus Virgil Hoehne (New York: Boydell & Brewer Inc., 2010), 133.

91 Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” 12.

92 | M. Lewis, “The Somali Conquest of the Horn of Africa,” Journal of African History 1, no. 2
(1960): 214, http://www.jstor.org/stable/180241.

93 okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 36.
94 Zoppi, “Greater Somalia, The Never-ending Dream?” 46.
95 okumu, “Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 36.

96 |. M. Lewis, A Modern History of the Somali: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa, (Athens,
Ohio: Ohio University Press, 2002), 9.
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by the clans in the pre-colonial era also contrasted with the management of state borders

in the contemporary world.

The interaction of the Somali ethnic group along the borderlands, before any form
of colonial or state jurisdiction, paints the picture of a society whose organization was
dictated largely by their nomadic life. The legitimate authorities during this time were the
clan elders, and in cases of clan clashes over grazing land, watering points, and livestock
raids, they were resolved amicably by the clan heads and the clan elders.97 Abdisalam
Issa-Salwe describes the political organization of the Somali people as a ‘pastoral

democracy,” where

[c]lan leaders claimed no rights as rulers over their people, in spite of

being responsible for all affairs concerning the clan and its relations with

other clans. They presided but did not rule over people to whom they were

responsible.98

The Somali people had no idea of any political order beyond the clan system and
existed as a decentralized society. As Dominique Jacquin-Berdal writes, referring to the
Somali people, “anthropologists have defined sociopolitical organization [of the Somali
ethnic group] as a ‘segmentary lineage system,” a system that is characterized by its
extreme decentralization.”®9 The form of decentralization among this community can be
attributed to their constant movement in search of pasture and water, which did not allow
them to have a “stratified and hierarchical socio-political system”100 [ike other
communities that settled down in one geographical location.

Religion forms another factor that defines the identity of the Somali ethnic group.
During the pre-colonial period, religion was introduced to the Somali ethnic group, unlike
many other communities who practiced indigenous African religions until colonization.

In the 12th and the 13th centuries, the Arabs introduced Islam to the Somali people, who

97 1. M Lewis, A Modern History of the Somalia: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa, (New York:
Longman Group Limited, 1980), 10.

98 Abdisalam M. Issa-Salwe, The Collapse of the Somali State: The Impact of the Center (London:
Haan Associates, 1994), 8.

99 Jacquin-Berdal, Nationalism and Ethnicity in the Horn of Africa, 144.
100 bjg.
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accepted it and adopted it as their religion. All the Somali population within the Jubaland
and Northern Frontier District are Sunni Muslims.101 Religion conformed to the mobile
lifestyle of the Somali people, as the religious leaders moved with the nomads, teaching
them about the Qu’ran (the Islamic holy book).102 Religion provided the Somali ethnic
group with an identity that transcended the clans and gave them a Somali-wide
consciousness. This, however, did not imply that religion superseded the clan authority;
the clan system was still superior to religion with a distinct separation of the two. The
religious leaders, for instance, only involved themselves with religious matters and were
urged to keep away from clan politics.103 Religion, paired with the clan system resulted
in a potent and resilient identity of the Somali people; as Lewis writes, “Islam adds depth
and coherence to those common elements of traditional culture which, over and above
their many sectional divisions, unite Somalis and provide the basis for their strong

national consciousness.”104

2. Colonial Time Frame

This section centers on the colonial administration of the Kenya-Somalia
borderlands, and the key political events during the colonial period with emphasis on
territorial aspects, particularly the role of imposed borders and colonial policies on the
social structure of the Somali people in the Jubaland province and the Northern Frontier
District. The British colonial governors administered the Somali ethnic group on the
Kenya-Somalia borderlands for 37 years, from 1887 to 1924. The region was split in
1924 between the British colony and the Italian colony for the rest of the colonial period.
With the split of the region, the Somali ethnic group was administered under different
colonies whose policies differed. To emphasize the differences between the British and
the Italian colonial policies, the colonial timeframe is covered in two sub-sections: 1887-
1924 and 1924-1963.

101 Fox, The Roots of Somali Political Culture, 5.

102 Equcation Encyclopedia, “Somalia-History & Background,” accessed 4 March
2017, http://education.stateuniversity.com/pages/1376/Somalia-HISTORY-BACKGROUND.html.

103 | ewis, A Modern History of the Somalia: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa (1980), 16.
104 1bjg.
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a. Colonial Rule on the Kenya-Somalia Borderlands, 1887-1924

At the Berlin Conference of November 1884 to February 1885, the rules for the
European occupation of Africa were set.105 African borders were carved out on blank
maps in “European capitals at a time when Europeans had barely settled in Africa and
had little—if any—knowledge of local conditions.”106 As Stelios Michalopoulos and
Elias Papaioannou write, quoting the British Prime Minister’s remarks,

[W]e have been engaged in drawing lines upon maps where no white

man’s feet have ever tord; we have been giving away mountains and rivers

and lakes to each other, only hindered by the small impediment that we

never knew exactly where the mountains and rivers and lakes were.107

The prime minister’s statement demonstrates the scant knowledge the colonial
powers had of the geographic conditions in Africa when they drew the borders, and the
total disregard of the interests of the borderland dwellers.108 As Ahmad writes, through
the Berlin Conference the colonial powers “attempted to integrate Africa into the
European concept of nation-states with clearly defined and demarcated borders,”109 not
considering the existing functional structures that the African people had in place.

Somalia and the Somali people were parceled for colonization by Italy, France,
and Britain, while Kenya was under the British East Africa Protectorate. As Abdulla
Mohamoud states, “no other country in Africa has been so radically fragmented into five
colonial zones like Somalia.”110 This research, however, is limited to the British and
Italian colonies on the Kenya-Somalia borderlands. In 1887, the extent of the British
protectorate stretched from the western bank of Juba River, extending westwards to the

East African region and bordering the Italian protectorate to the east. The British colony’s

105 Papaioannou and Michalopoulos, “The Long-Run Effects of the Scramble for Africa,” 3.
106 1bid., 1.

107 1bid., 3.

108 1hid.

109 Ahmad, “African Boundaries and the Imperative of Definition,” 12.

110 Abdulla A. Mahamoud, State Collapse and Post Conflict Development in Africa: The Case of
Somalia (1960-2001) (Indiana: Purdue University Press, 2006), 103—-104.
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sphere of influence included both the Northern Frontier District and the Jubaland

province, as shown on Figure 7.

Kz sl v s s N

\A\ ‘-‘% jli-." o

L - y =

| IRl T2 T j

l =

J <

t =

i o

w

eMarsabi : z
| e iy

o ' )

EASTi AFRICA PROTECTORATE , ,:E

.w.m/*%(« i

-u""“""
Pang o
NYNLINAN ‘
Fnsr AFRICA PROTECTORATE 5 _
IN 1900 B, .
Scale of Mies
B w0 3 “ 4
; ;r Long Cavs of Gropneuth  38°

Figure 7. Kenya-Somalia Border Colonial Map.111

The border between the two colonies was such that the British East Africa
protectorate comprised the whole of the present-day republic of Kenya and the Jubaland

province, which is a part of present day Somalia. The River Juba marked the border
between the British colony and the Italian colony.

111 Adapted from Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem
1914-2014, 37.
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The Somali ethnic group proved the most difficult community for the British to
subjugate.112 The Somali population resisted the British rule, but upon realizing that the
resistance “was undertaken within the traditional framework of their segmentary
system,”113 the British colonial powers peacefully negotiated with the clan leaders,
promising to preserve their existing social and political structures.114 This approach
worked and was formalized by signing with each clan a protection treaty whose preamble
read: “for the maintenance of our independence, the preservation of order, and other good
and sufficient reasons.”115 From the signing of the treaties in 1886, up to the
independence period in the early 1960s, the “treaties recognized that each clan area was a

separate ‘territory.’”’116

The signing of treaties with the different Somali clans in the borderlands by the
British colony had two effects on the Somali ethnic group: the territorialization of the
Somali clans and definition of the identity of the Somali ethnic group. Although the
Somali clans were loosely territorialized in the pre-colonial era, this move by the colonial
rulers changed the way the Somali ethnic group within the borderlands viewed their clan
borders. Before colonization clan borders were used to roughly define designated grazing
areas while during colonization the borders defined fixed clan territories.

Ironically, the British colony entered into agreement with individual clans not for
the maintenance of the status quo of the Somali political and social structures, but for
British interests. The colony’s intent was demonstrated in the way it used “friendly’ clans

to raid other clans that were hostile to British rule.117 The colonial policy of “divide and

112 £ R. Turton, “Somali Resistance to Colonial Rule and the Development of Somali Political
Activity in Kenya 1893-1960,” Journal of African History 13, no. 1 (1972): 121, http://www.jstor.org/
stable/180970.

113 bid., 124.
114 | ewis, A Modern History of the Somalia: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa, (1980), 46.
115 1pig.

116 Northern Somalis for Peace & Unity, “The Illusionary ‘Somaliland’: Setting the Record Straight,”
(Canada: NSPU, 2006), 7, http://www.hiiraan.com/news/2006/may/Somaliland_Illusory.pdf.

117 Turton, “Somali Resistance to Colonial Rule and the Development of Somali Political Activity in
Kenya 1893-1960,” 123.
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rule” created conflict among the clans,118 much as it had among the peoples of British
India. The British colony supplied the clans with weapons, as Mahamoud writes, “the
Somali clans acquired for the first time sophisticated and modern weapons, which
replaced their simple and traditional swords and daggers.”119 As a consequence of this
availability of firearms within the Somali community, the violent fighting within the
clans increased. In addition, the peaceful conflict resolution mechanisms that existed for
centuries between the clans were no longer embraced and conflicts often escalated more

or less immediately to violent clashes.

The British colonial government maintained limited control over the Somali
population in the borderlands. The colony’s government in Kenya was based in Nairobi,
Kenya’s capital, which is more than 400 miles (more than 10 hours road travel time) from
the Northern Frontier District. Considering the limited communication technologies at
this time, the distance “enhanced isolation [of the Somali ethnic group], a factor which
also conditioned their perspectives ..., into believing themselves a people apart.”120 The
colonial government appointed agents in the name of chiefs (in Arabic, Akils), one for
each clan to provide a link to the administration. This form of administration was the
Somali ethnic group’s first experience with centralism and marked the beginning of the
weakening of the stability of the socio-political structures within the population. The
chiefs had limited judicial powers and administered the Somali people using the colonial
laws alongside the Muslim magistrate (Kadhis), who handled religious issues. The
colonial laws were applied with consideration of the local circumstances and the
requirements of the colonial rule and hence did not conflict much with the traditional
laws. The net effect of colonial law created a perception within the Somali ethnic group
that it was superior to the traditional laws, which delegitimized and undermined the

preexisting traditional rule.121 The problem with this arrangement for the Somali ethnic

118 Mahamoud, State Collapse and Post Conflict Development in Africa: The Case of Somalia (1960-
2001), 60.

119 pjg.

120 Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem 1914-2014, 14.
121 | ewis, A Modern History of the Somalia: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa (2002), 46-47.

30



group is that the colonial laws did not cover all aspects of people’s lives, leaving gaps

that had formerly been addressed by the traditional regulations.

Due to the difficulty in governing the ethnic group, and the distance of the
Northern Frontier District from the colonial headquarters, the British colonial rulers
contemplated separating the Northern Frontier District into a separate administration. As
Vincent Bakpetu Thompson writes, the British Colonial rulers stated that:

If it were possible to detach the districts inhabited by the Somalis, it would

be an excellent thing to form them into a separate government, as they are

different in population, economic and physical conditions from the other

provinces; but, unfortunately they are too small to form a separate
administration, and the adjoining Somali territories are not British.122

The expression by the British administration reflected the dilemma the colonial
powers had in the governing the ethnic group and their desire to confine them within the
Northern Frontier District. Through the adoption of policies applicable to the ethnic

group the Colonial government confined the Somali ethnic group within the district.

The policies adopted toward the Somali ethnic group further defined Somalis’
identity as people different from the rest of the population under the colony. The first
policy was based on the identification system. In order to recognize the people under
their protectorate, the British introduced the pass book as a form of identification. The
pass book was used as a form of identification for the rest of the communities under the
British East Africa protectorate except the Somali ethnic group in the Northern Frontier
District.123 As Abdirashid Abdullahi states, “the Somali of the NFD [Northern Frontier
District] were ... the only community in the Kenya colony that did not carry identity
papers and they instead used their tax receipts as a way of identifying themselves to the
authorities when requested.”124 These opinions and attitudes of the British colony toward

the Somali ethnic group at the borderlands contributed to the policies they adopted in

122 Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem 1914-2014, 18.

123 Apdirashid Abdullahi, “Colonial Policies and the Failure of Somali Secessionism in the Northern
Frontier District of Kenya Colony, ¢.1890-1968” (Master’s thesis, Rhodes University, 1997),
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/11984624.pdf.

124 \pig.
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governing the Somali-inhabited territory. The policy isolated the Somali ethnic group,

which contributed to the growth of the Somali identity consciousness.

b. Colonial Rule on the Kenya-Somalia Borderlands, 1924-1963

The aftermath of World War | ushered in a new era for the Somali ethnic group.
Through a secret treaty (the Anglo-Italian boundary treaty) signed in London on July 15,
1924, the British colony ceded the Jubaland province to the Italians “as reward for
joining the allies in World War 1.”125 While the transfer of land involved the relocation
and division of the Somali people, they “were not consulted, and little or no account was
taken of clan distribution or grazing needs.”126 The treaty came into force and the British
and Italian colonies embarked on border demarcation to mark the extent of their frontiers
through an Anglo-Italian commission.127 The commission redefined the border from the
Juba River to an almost straight line that defines the present boundary between the

Somali Republic and Kenya, as shown in Figure 8.

125 cassanelli, , “The Opportunistic Economics of the Kenya Somali Borderland in Historical
Perspective,” 136.

126 | ewis, A Modern History of the Somali Nation and State in the Horn of Africa (2002), 99.
127 |_ewis, A Modern History of the Somalia: Nation and State in the Horn of Africa, (1980), 106.
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Figure 8. Colonial Map after World War 1.128

The implication of the “sharing of the spoils of the great war” to the Somali
people was the multi-scale division of people of the same ethnic group along clan and
family lines. The border also significantly disrupted the nomadic pastoralists, who needed

to move freely within the grazing areas and migrate often in search of water and pasture

for their animals and for themselves.

The free movement of the Somali people in search of grazing lands and water
wells within the borderlands complicated the management of the Somali-inhabited
regions by the colonial administration. At one point, for example, “a large number of
Somalis estimated at 10,000 entered the ... [Northern Frontier District from Jubaland
Province] with large herds as a result of drought, but with the coming of the rains they

128 Adapted from Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem

1914-2014, 38.
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departed with their herds.”129 Due to this seasonal movement, the British colonial
government “sought to confine the pastoral populations to the remote north east to a
series of tribal territories or blocks,”130 as shown in Figure 9. The tribal grazing zones
did not effectively stop the Somali population from the movement, and subsequently, the
British colony created a new internal border—the Somali Galla Line, shown on Figure
9—in order to confine the Somali people within the Northern Frontier District and to stop

their migration further inland in search of pasture.131

Y e

T\ TURKANA LS L=
N DISTRICT\PL

>O0ZrncC

NORTHERN FRONTIER DISTRICT
TRIBAL GRAEING AREAS

[T Tt

LEGEND
== Somali-Gallaline el .
== Tribal Grazingareas

Figure 9. Somali Galla Line and Tribal Grazing Areas.132

129 Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem 1914-2014, 20.

130 cassanelli, “The Opportunistic Economics of the Kenya Somali Borderland in Historical
Perspective,” 135.

131 Ogenga Otunnu, “Factors Affecting the Treatment of Kenyan-Somalis and Somali Refugees in
Kenya: A Historical Overview,” Refuge 12, no. 5 (November—December 1992): 21,
https://refuge.journals.yorku.ca/index.php/refuge/article/download/21678/20351.

132 Adapted from Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem
1914-2014, 82.
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The Somali Galla Line was significant and “caused Somali resistance to British
colonialism to escalate. The colonial regime responded to the revolt of the Somali ethnic
group by declaring the Northern Frontier District a closed district in 1926.7133 The
closing of the Somali-inhabited territory imposed restrictions to the movement of the
Somali population and severe punishment for anyone who contravened the order.134
From the isolated policies imposed on the Somali ethnic group in the Northern Frontier
District, it is clear that they did not share a common colonial experience with the rest of
the Kenyan population in the British protectorate. The imposition of restrictions created a
feeling of separation among the Somali population, who required permits to travel to the
rest of the country and often described their travel out of the Northern Frontier District as
a trip to Kenya.135 The collective punishment reinforced through the isolation policies
adopted towards the Somali ethnic group by the British colonial authorities further

contributed to the growth of the Somali consciousness.

Moreover, the British colonial administration did not make any serious attempts
to develop the Northern Frontier District. The administration considered the district’s
population “too small to merit attention while there was so much to be done in the more
densely inhabited areas of the colony”136 and also did not find much economic gains
from the district. Although the British colonial administration could have done much to
develop the Northern Frontier district, for instance, opening up the area for trade with
other communities and also building watering holes to prevent the constant migration of
the Somali ethnic group, they did not. The British colony maintained a light presence in
the district and probably retained it as a buffer with the Italian colony in Somalia. With

the international border, the Somali-Galla Line, and clan grazing areas borders imposed,

133 Otunnu, “Factors Affecting the Weatment of Kenyan-Somalis and Somali Refugees in Kenya: A
Historical Overview,” 21.

134 |pid.

135 Richard Nolte, “Crisis in a Desert,” Institute of Current World Affairs JS-3 (30 April 1963):1,
http://www.icwa.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/JS-3.pdf.

136 Abdullahi, “Colonial Policies and the Failure of Somali Secessionism in the Northern Frontier
District of Kenya Colony, ¢.1890-1968,” 102.
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the nomads lived in abject poverty, and as with the other factors mentioned, this also

raised the ethnic sensitivity of the Somali people.

In the same light, the Italian colony had its policies for governing the Somali
ethnic group in Jubaland. The comparison between the Italian colonial administration of
the Somali ethnic group in Jubaland Province and the British colonial administration of
the Northern Frontier District reflects similarities and differences in the models of
colonization adopted towards the Somali population in the borderlands. The Italian
colonial administrators adopted a policy of “containment and neglect”137 of the Somali
population in the borderlands. The Italian administrative center of Jubaland was located
in  Mogadishu—Somalia’s capital—and “was the reflection of Italian fascism,
bureaucratic and highly centralized.”138 It was because of the fascist practices that the
Italians “deliberately militarized the Somali clans and plunged them into a situation in
which turmoil, instability and destruction prevailed.”139 The militarization of the Somali
clans by both the British and the Italian colonies is one of the negative effects of

colonization on the Somali ethnic group.

Unlike the British colonial rule that adopted decentralized governance, the Italian
colony had a centralized approach. Italian officials held posts and this weakened the
traditional structures within the Somali ethnic group. The Italian colony also embraced a
more modern attitude towards governance and developed an elaborate economic plan for
the Jubaland province, the result of which was reflected by the economic infrastructure at
the end of the colonial era.140 The disparity in wealth and infrastructure across the border

became a source of clan rivalries, as those under the British colony were economically

137 Cassanelli, “The Opportunistic Economics of the Kenya Somali Borderland in Historical
Perspective,” 135.

138 w. A Degu, “The State, the Crisis of State Institutions and Refugee Migration in the Horn of
Africa: The Cases of Ethiopia, Sudan and Somalia”(master’s thesis, University of Amsterdam, 2002),
https://pure.uva.nl/ws/files/1062206/48477_UBA002000875_16.pdf.

139 Mahamoud, State Collapse and Post Conflict Development in Africa: The Case of Somalia (1960-
2001), 61.

140 Degu, “The State, the Crisis of State Institutions and Refugee Migration in the Horn of Africa.”
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disadvantaged compared to their counterparts under the Italian colony.14! Transitioning
to the post-colonial era, the effect of the colonial rulers’ policies formed the basis for

geopolitical conflicts on the Kenya-Somalia border.

World War 11 led to another border adjustment between the colonies on the
Kenya-Somalia border. Victory and defeat informed this border adjustment. Britain
defeated Italy, and as a result, Italy ceded the Jubaland province back to the British
colony. This move brought 90 percent of the Somali territories (Jubaland, the Northern
Frontier District, and the Ogaden in Ethiopia) under British colonial authority between
1941 and 1950.142 This post-war development brought not only a shift of borders, but
also a change of administration policies for the Somali population. The Jubaland province
went back to British administration, reuniting a formerly split community. Somali
families were able to re-unite with their kin after years of being separated by an

international border.

This period of unity under one imperial ruler helped bring the Somali people
together and ignited the claim for the unification of the Somali ethnic group.143 The
British colony supported the unification scheme and attempted to create a ‘“greater
Somalia,” which was aimed at uniting the Somali ethnic group within the Horn of Africa.
As Mahamoud writes:

In 1946, Britain tabled a proposal, which recommended that the best way

for the wandering Somali pastoral nomads to survive in the marginal

environment of Somalia was to let the country unite and remain under

British Administration. However, this proposal, known as the Bevinl44
Plan was swiftly rejected by Ethiopia as well as by the other three big

141 Center for Justice and Accountability, “Somalia: Colonial Legacy,”http://cja.org/where-we-work/
somalia/related-resources/somalia-colonial-legacy/.

142 Mahamoud, State Collapse and Post Conflict Development in Africa: The Case of Somalia (1960-
2001), 68.

143 Thompson, Conflict in the Horn of Africa: The Kenya-Somalia Border Problem 1914-2014, 25.
144 Bevin was the foreign secretary of Britain at that time.
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powers (France, USA, and the USSR) because they were suspicious of the
British intentions.145
The British proposal did not succeed because it was viewed as a way of expanding

Britain’s sphere of influence within Africa.146

This plan sparked the Somali identity unification, which has since grown to
plague the borderlands even today. The rejection of the unification of the Somali people
divided the community once again, and the Jubaland province was handed back to the
Italian colony in 1950 to “administer for a period of ten years under United Nations
Trusteeship.”147 The ten years granted to the Italian colony to administer the Jubaland
Province came to an end in 1960, and in the same year, Somalia gained independence.
The border between colonies changed to a border between an independent Somali state
and the British colony.

After independence, the Somali ethnic group continued to pursue its dream of
unification. In 1962 the Somali population in the Northern Frontier District expressed its
wish of uniting with the Somali Republic during the negotiations for Kenya’s
independence at the Lancaster conference.148 In response, the colonial rulers set up a
commission “to ascertain the desires of the inhabitants of the Northern Frontier District
regarding its future.”149 The commission conducted a referendum in the Northern
Frontier District and five out of the six administrative districts within the District voted to
secede to the Somali Republic. The British colony rejected the commission’s finding “on

the grounds that it was not prepared to take a unilateral decision on the future of the

145 Abdulla Mohamoud, “State Collapse and Post-conflict Development in Africa: The Case of
Somalia (1960- 2001)” (master’s thesis, University of Amsterdam, 2001), https://pure.uva.nl/ws/files/
1061731/48811_UBA002000838_10.pdf.

146 Abdullahi, “Colonial Policies and the Failure of Somali Secessionism in the Northern Frontier
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147 Abdulla A. Mahamoud, State Collapse and Post Conflict Development in Africa: The Case of
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148 Nolte, “Crisis in a Desert,” 5.
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territory so close to Kenya’s independence.”150 On December 12, 1963, Kenya gained its

independence with the Somali Northern Frontier District as one of its administrative

units.151

The Somali population on the Kenya-Somalia borderlands was especially
dissatisfied with the decision not to unite them with people of their common identity. As
Zoppi writes, expressing the sentiments of the Somali Republic’s leaders in 1962:

Our misfortune is that our neighboring countries (...) are not our

neighbors. Our neighbors are our Somali kinsmen whose citizenship has

been falsified by indiscriminate ‘boundary arrangement’. They have to

move across artificial borders to their pasture lands. They occupy the same

terrain and pursue the same pastoral economy as ourselves. We speak the

same language. We share the same creed, the same culture and the same
traditions. How can [original italics] we regard our brothers as

foreigners?152

The sentiments expressed by the Somali leaders reflect how their identity at
different levels pulled them together. The independence of both Kenya and Somalia
introduced a political identity to the Somali population at the borderlands and was
followed by an endless struggle by the Somali population in the Northern Frontier
District and in Somalia to be united under one country. The independent Somalia was
determined to establish a *Greater Somalia’ by fighting to integrate all the territories
inhabited by the Somali ethnic group. To reinforce their commitment to unity, the
independent state of Somalia included in Article VI, Section 4, of their constitution a
clause that read: “The Somali Republic shall promote by legal and peaceful means, the
union of Somali territories.”153 The struggle for the unification of the territory inhabited
by Somali ethnic groups was manifested in the wars that followed independence: the
Ogaden War in Ethiopia in 1977 and the Shifta War in Kenya in 1963.

150 RRT Research Response, Refugee Review Tribunal (November 2008): 4, https://www.ecoi.net/
file_upload/1930_1292341414 ken33956.pdf.

151 Kromm, “Irredentism in Africa: The Somali-Kenya Boundary Dispute,” 362.
152 Zoppi, “Greater Somalia, The Never-ending Dream?” 50.
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This geopolitical aspiration of uniting the five Somali-inhabited regions into a
“Greater Somalia” has also been captured in the design of the Somali flag, as shown in

Figure 10.

Figure 10. Somali Flag.154

The five-pointed star in the middle of the flag represents the five regions that are
inhabited by Somali people: Somalia, Somaliland, Djibouti, Ogaden (Ethiopia), and the
Northern Frontier District (Kenya).15> The symbolism on the flag “point[s] to the fact
that their ties of blood, religion, language, ... culture, economy and history make them the
largest homogenous group in the continent”156 and provides the Somali population with
a justification for unification. The struggle to unify the Somali people within the same
borders is deeply rooted in the arbitrary borders imposed on them by the European
colonial powers, which laid the foundation for the geopolitical conflicts experiences on

the borderlands.

154 Flagmakers, “Flag of Somalia-A Brief History,” accessed 3 March 2017,
https://www.flagmakers.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/Flag-of-Somalia-A-Brief-History-Download.pdf.
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Kenya-Somalia Relations,” Journal of the Middle East and Africa 1 (2010):69, doi: 10.1080/
21520841003689035.
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3. Post-colonial Time Frame

Independence for Kenya and Somalia changed the character of the borders, from a
demarcation line dividing different colonial territories to a border between sovereign
states. As a consequence, a new political identity for the Somali ethnic community at the
borderlands was introduced after independence. The colonially demarcated borders
presented the new independent states in Africa with two options: “they could either
maintain the status quo by accepting the imperfections inherent in the colonial partitions
with the attendant consequences of managing separatists’ and irredentists’ tendencies, or
make the effort to redesign the borders.”157 In solidifying their independence, Africa’s
post-colonial governments’ focus was on economic development and social integration of
the communities within their states, which influenced their decision on the colonially
inherited borders. As discussed subsequently in this section, African countries opted to
maintain the territorial status quo under the auspices of the Organization of OAU with the
realization that “ any attempt to redraw the boundaries either on ethnic, racial or
linguistic basis would lead to untold chaos.”1%8 The resolution to keep the colonial
borders in Africa contributed to the many geopolitical conflicts on the continent.

The decision to maintain the colonial borders that felt arbitrary to the local people
was legally reinforced in Article 111, paragraph 3, of the charter of the OAU. It urged the
member states to maintain “respect for the sovereignty and territorial integrity of each
state and for its inalienable right to independent existence.”159 Bearing in mind that, as
Okumu points out, “there are 109 international borders that divide 177 cultural or ethnic
groups in Africa,”160 as shown in Figure 11, the OAU developed mechanisms in

anticipation of border conflicts.161
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158 Ajala, “The Nature of African Boundaries,” 187.

159 samuel Chime, “The Organization of African Unity and African Boundaries,” in African
Boundary Problems, ed. Carl Gosta Widstrand (Sweden: Almqvisit & Wiksells Boktryckeri Aktiebolag,
1969), 66, http://www.diva-portal.se/smash/get/diva2:392542/FULLTEXTO01.pdf.

160 okumu, “The Purpose and Functions of International Boundaries,” 44.

161 Chime, “The Organization of African Unity and African Boundaries,” 67.
41



Boundaries of Historical Ethnicities
Aol Colonization and Nati N
Boundaries
D Tradtena Homeards of £ hoctes
D Contemnporary Natonal Boundanes

Figure 11. Ethnic and Country Borders in Post-colonial Africa.162

The assumption of the OAU that the maintenance of the colonial borders meant
that the status quo was upheld was a generalized view because, as history has proved,
borders have different effects in general; some create peace while some create conflict.
Even with the declaration of respect for the colonially inherited borders, the OAU to date
has been procrastinating in conducting border demarcation, and what the majority of

African countries hold are colonial border treaties.163

Borders have different functions for different entities. For the new governments of
Kenya and Somalia, the border was *“geopolitically and socio politically necessary,

especially for building state institutions.”164 The difference in how the two parties

162 Adapted from Ethnic and Country Borders, International Growth Centre, accessed 3 March 2017,
http://www.theigc.org/blog/national-institutions-and-subnational-development-in-africa/.
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African State, ed. Ricardo Rene’ Laremont (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 2005), 6-7.
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viewed the border at independence became a source of conflict. Soon after Kenya’s
independence in 1963, the Somali community in the Northern Frontier District, now
named the North Eastern Province, was still revolting to join their kin in Somalia as a
spillover from the last phases of the British colonial rule. The Somali ethnic group’s
claims of self-determination and the Somali Republic’s efforts to unite all Somali-

inhabited regions was felt by Kenya as a threat to its territorial integrity.

The Kenyan government’s response to the territorial claim by the Somali ethnic
group was in line with the post-colonial government’s objectives. The government was
fixated on maintaining the colonial border, as the first Kenyan president said: “as far as
the Kenya-Somalia boundary is concerned, there is absolutely no room for dispute: the
boundary was clearly demarcated ... and we stand by that boundary ... because it clearly
spells out the areas of sovereignty of the two States.”165 The unrest on the Kenya-
Somalia border for the infant government of Kenya was a great challenge, as skirmishes
at the borderlands between the government and the Somali population became common
and led to the Shifta War. The agitation of the Somali population to join their kin caused
the government to declare a state of emergency, which lasted for 30 years, in the North
Eastern Province.166 This declaration by itself felt like a form of discrimination to the
Somali ethnic group because “Kenya had two separate legal regimes: one applied
exclusively to the NFD [Northern Frontier District] and the other to the rest of the
country.”167 The post-colonial government, following in the footsteps of the colonial
powers, implemented policies to contain the Somali population within the North Eastern
Province. The Kenyan Somalis were subjected to vetting exercises to prove their

citizenship and their movement was restricted within their administrative boundary.

During the 30 years of the state of emergency, the North Eastern Province

remained underdeveloped; the Kenyan government did not initiate any development

165 opservations of Member States on the draft articles on succession of States in respect of treaties
adopted by the Commission at its twenty-fourth session, “Succession of States with respect to treaties,”
Yearbook of the International Law Commission 2 (1974): 316, http://legal.un.org/ilc/documentation/
english/a_cn4_275.pdf.
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projects or make any effort to integrate the Somali population with the rest of the
country.168 The government’s efforts in the province maintained security and not
development; indeed, 80 percent of the budget allocated for the North Eastern Province
went to security, whose net result is reflected in the underdevelopment in the region to
date. These policies under the post-colonial government drew the Somali population in
the North Eastern Province closer to the Somali Republic. At the same time, the Somali
Republic also felt obliged to help its kin across the border, which increased conflicts
experienced at the borderlands soon after independence between the ethnic group and the
Kenya government. The situation at the borderlands remained “a source of political
anxiety for the independent government of Kenya throughout the 1960s and reinforced

the image of the frontier district as a source of chronic violence and insecurity.”169

Moreover, Somalia was the only sub-Saharan country that rejected the colonial
borders even after the OAU declaration.170 Post-independence Somalia’s pursuit of the
‘Greater Somalia’ and the dismissal of the colonial borders led to its engagement in
conflicts with its neighbors. The first agenda of the post-independence Republic of
Somalia was to unite the Somali ethnic group that had been separated by state borders,
and as Mahamoud states, “this mission became the primary political task that the
government of the new Somali Republic had to shoulder.”171 To achieve this objective
the Somali Republic adopted an “irredentism” strategy. David Kromm defines
irredentism as “the desire of a nation state to incorporate territory inhabited by people of
the same nation but under suzerainty [sic] of another government.”172 Julianna Fusezi
acknowledges the dynamic nature of irredentism and describes different forms of the

phenomena. Relevant to this research is conventional irredentism, which she explains is

168 Kromm, “Irredentism in Africa: The Somali-Kenya Boundary Dispute,” 363.
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“principally concerned with solidarity rooted in shared identity”173 and it involves
detaching “land and people from one state in order to re/incorporate them into
another.”174 A recent example is the action taken by Russia against Ukraine, annexing
the Crimean peninsula in 2014, based on Russian identity. An illustration of this type of

irredentism is shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. Representation of Conventional Irredentism.175

Figure 12 illustrates the pre-conditions for irredentism, where “a parent state (A)
and its trans-border ethnic brethren (B) is situated in a neighboring host state (C).”176
Fitting this model into this research, Somalia is the parent state, and the Somali people
forms the trans-border ethnic group, while Kenya is the host state. The irredentism
strategy of Somalia as the parent state was aimed at taking advantage of the similarity in

identity of the Somali people at the border to build an ethno-national identity.

The irredentism strategy was abandoned in 1969 due to internal power struggles
between the clans, which ended Somalia’s civil government through a military coup. A

military government took over Somalia from 1969 until 1991 when the state
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collapsed.177 Somalia then went into a civil war in 1991, whose consequences were felt
all through the borderlands. The f