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ABSTRACT 

The ifocus iof ithis iresearch iproject iis iUnited iStates imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan: ilessons 

ifor iKenya. iThe istudy iexamined ithe isystemic ieffects iof iUnited iStates imilitary iintervention ias iit 

iimpacted iin iAfghanistan iand ithe ilessons iKenya iretrieve ifrom ithe iintervention, iwith ithe 

iobjectives iof ianalyzing iwhy iUS iused ithe imilitary iinstrument iin ipursuit iof iterrorists iin 

iAfghanistan iand itheir icoping iexit imechanisms. iThe istudy ioffered ia ibackground iof ithe 

iSomalia icrisis iand ithe ilessons ithat iKenya ican iundertake ito iintervene iin iSomalia iunder 

iAMISON. The istudy imainly ifocused ion ithe ilessons ifor iKenya ifrom ithe iUS imilitary 

iintervention iin iAfghanistan. iwhen iKDF ioperated iinitially ias ia isingle icountry iforce, iand ilater 

ias ipart iof iAfrican iUnion iMission iin iSomalia i(AMISOM). iAccording ito ithe istudy, iAfghanistan 

istate icollapse iadversely iimpacted ion iher ineighbours iin ithe iglobal, icontinental, iregional iand iin 

iparticular iKenya, iActivities iin iAfghanistan ihave ia iclose irelationship iwith ithe iterrorism 

iactivities iin iKenya iand ihave iadversely iimpacted inegatively ion iKenya‟s isecurity. iThe istudy 

idelved ideeper ifocus imainly ion ithe ilessons ilearned iboth inegative iand ipositive iimpacts ithat ithe 

iwar iand iUS iintervention iin iAfghanistan iis ihaving ion iKenya ilevel iand istate iof isecurity ias 

isupported iby ithe itheoretical iexplanations iof irealism itheory ithat iguided ithe istudy. 

The istudy iinvolved iinterviews ifrom ikey iinformants iof ithe igovernment. i iInterviews iwere 

iconducted iusing isemi-structured iquestionnaire iguide, iand iemerging ithemes iof inegative iand 

ipositive iimpacts iof ithe iwar iand iUS iintervention iin iAfghanistan iand iimprovised icoping iexit 

istrategies iwere irecorded. It iwas inoted ithat ithe icomplex iconflicts icannot ibe isolved iby iforce 

ialone; ino imatter ihow imilitarily ipowerful ior itechnically isuperior ithe iintervener iis, ibut ionly 

ithrough ia ipolitically idriven iprocess. iExperience ifrom iAMISOM ioperations ihas itaught ithat 

ipeacekeepers ishould iavoid iintervening iin iareas ithat ilack ia iviable ipolitical iprocess iThe istudy 

ifurther inoted ithat iwith ithe icomprehension iof imoral isystems ito iaddress ithe iethical iquandaries 

iof imediation iand ia icomprehension iof ithe iidea iof iSomalia's iissues, iit iis ithe iassessment iof ithis 

iinvestigation ithat ithe iintercession idrove iby ithe iKenyan igovernment iwas igood iand ias iper ithe 

ibroadly iacknowledged iworldwide istandard iof isimply iwar ihypothesis. iOverall, ithe iSomalia 

iwar ihad ia isignificant iemotional, ieconomic iand isocial iimpact ion iKDF imilitary. iIt iis ithe ispirit 

iof ithis istudy iof ithe ineed ifor iKenya ito irestructure iKDF istrategies iand imechanisms ito ibetter 

iaddress ithe ieffects iof iterrorism ibrought iabout iby ithe iSomalia iwar. 
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CHAPTER iONE 

INTRODUCTION iTO iTHE iSTUDY i 

1.1 iBackground i 

Since ithe iend iof ithe iCold iWar, iterrorism ihas ibecome imore iprominent ibecause iof 

iglobalization, iincreased icross-border imovement iof igoods, ipeople, iand iinformation.
1

 

iTerrorism iremains ihighly iconcentrated iin imany icountries iacross ithe iglobe iand imajority iof ithe 

icountries itargeted iby ithe iterrorists iseem ito ibe ifrom ithe iwestern iworld.
2

 iHowever, istatistics 

ialso ishow ithat iAfrican icountries isuch ias iKenya ihave isuffered ienormous iterrorist iattacks ithat 

ihave iresulted ito imassive iloss iof ilives iand iproperty. i iConsequently, imajority iof icountries iin ithe 

iworld ihave iresorted imostly ito imilitary iaction ito icurb ithe ithreat iof iterrorism. i 

Foreign imilitary iintervention ihas ibeen ia idefining ifeature iof i21st icentury ilife iin imany 

iregions iacross ithe iglobe, inotably iin iCentral iAsia iand ithe iMiddle iEast.
3

 iWestern iintervention 

iin ithese iregions ihas icaused isocial iand ipolitical iupheaval, iand ialso ia irise iin iterrorism iwith 

iattacks ibeing iexported ifrom ithese icountries ito ithe iWest. iLeading icountries iin ithe icurrent iwar 

ion iterror, inamely ithe iU.S. iand ithe iUK, ihave isubstantial itroop ideployments, iwith itheir 

isophisticated iweapons iand itheir i21
st

 icentury isystems isuch ias iuse iof iSpecial iForces, iarmed 

idrones iand iprivatised imilitary icompanies, iagainst ismall iterror igroups. iYet iin ispite iof ithese 

iefforts, ia imilitary ivictory iagainst iterrorism iseems ielusive.
4

 i 

In imany iof ithese icountries isuch ias iPakistan, iIraq, iSyria, iYemen, iSomalia, iNigeria, 

iNiger, iMali iand ithe iCaucasus, ithe iuse iof ithe imilitary iinstrument icreated iunintended 

iconsequences ithat iled ito inew iproblems isuch ias, iweakening iof ithe itarget igovernment iand iother 

idomestic iinstitutions, iand ibreakdown iin ithe irule iof ilaw, ipotentially iincreasing ithe irate iof 

ilooting, iviolence, ideaths iand iother icriminal iactivities. iThis ihas iattracted ithe iattention iof 

                                                           
1Regan iPatrick. i"Choosing ito iIntervene: iOutside iInterventions iinto iInternal iConflicts ias ia iPolicy iChoice.” iJournal iof 

iPolitics, ivol. i60, ino. i3: i(2012) ipp. i754-779. 
2

 iIbid 
3

 iButcher iSteve. i“The iPolitics iand iEthics iof iMilitary iIntervention.” iSurvival, ivol. i37, ino. i4: i(2015) ipp. i29-51. 
4

 iEdward iDavid. iWar iin ia iTime iof iPeace: iBush, iClinton iand ithe iGenerals. i(London: iBloomsbury, i2014). 
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iacademia iand ipolicymakers. iFrom ian iacademic iperspective, ithe imain idiscussion iabout ithe iuse 

iof imilitary iin icounterterrorism irevolves iaround ithe iissue iof ieffectiveness. iAfter, ithe iUS i9/11 

iattack, ithe iBush iadministration iand ithe icabinet iof iformer iBritish iPrime iMinister iTony iBlair 

imade inearly iall iof ithe iimportant idecisions iabout ithe ifight iagainst iterrorism, iand ithe imost 

iimportant idecision iwas ito igive imilitary ileaders ienormous ilatitude iand iespecially ithe idesign 

iand iexecution iof ithe ioperations iin ithe iwar iof iAfghanistan.
5

 iBarack iObama, iGordon iBrown, 

iand iDavid iCameron imade ino imajor ichanges iin ipolicy idirection ibut ithey imajorly ifocused ion 

iadvancing itheir iown iinterests iand isolving iglobal iproblems ias idiplomacy iand idefence.
6

 iFor ithe 

iU.S. iand ithe iUK, ithe imain iinstrument iof ithe ifight iagainst iterrorism iis istill ithe imilitary iand 

idrone imilitary iattacks, iand ino imajor ichange iin ithis iregard iseems ilikely iin ithe inear ifuture. 

iNevertheless, iAl-Qaeda istill isustains iits iexistence iin icountries ilike iAfghanistan, iIraq iPakistan 

iand iYemen.
7
 

According ito iWaltz, ipolicies iin ithe ipast i30 iyears ihave icaused iat ileast i288,000 

iMuslim ifatalities, imostly iin ithe iMiddle iEast.
8

 iAl- iQaeda ipurports ithat ithe iU.S. iwas idirectly 

iresponsible ifor ithe ihigh inumber iof ideaths iin ithe iTaliban iand iSaddam iHussein ifatalities.
9

 iThis 

istudy iattempts ito ireveal ihow imilitary iintervention ihas imanifested iover ithe icourse iof irecent 

iU.S. iinvolvement iin iAfghanistan iand ithe ilessons iAMISOM ican ilearn iin iits icurrent iand ifuture 

ioperations iin iSomalia. i 

Kenya ihas isuffered ivarious iattacks iattributed ito iterrorist ielements. iFor iexample, iin 

i1980, ithe iJewish-owned iNorfolk iHotel iwas iattacked iby ithe iPalestinian iLiberal iOrganization 

i(PLO) iwhich iaimed iat iavenging iKenya's iauthorization ito iIsraeli isoldiers iwho ire-fuelled itheir 

iwar iplanes iin iNairobi iduring ithe ifamous iEntebbe ihostage ipredicament iwhere ian iAir iFrance 

                                                           
5

 iHerspring, iDale iR. iRumsfeld‟s iWars: iThe iArrogance iof iPower. iUniversity iPress iof iKansas. i2008 
6

 iClinton, iHillary iRodham. iRemarks ion iDevelopment iin ithe i21st iCentury. iU.S. iState iDepartment. iJanuary i2010. 

ihttp://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2010/01/134838.htm 
7

 iGreenwald, iGlenn. iObama's iEmbrace iof iBush iTerrerorism iPolicies iis iCelebrated ias"Centrism."Salon.com. iMay i2009. 

http://www.salon.com/news/opinion/glenn_greenwald/2009/05/19/obama 
8

 iWaltz, iStephen iM. iet ial. i“What iRole iShould ithe iU.S. iPlay iin iMiddle iEast?.” iBelfer iCenter iNewsletter i(Summer i2011). 
9

 iIbid 
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iFlight i139 ien iroute ito iParis iwas itaken ihostage iby iterrorists iaffiliated ito i(PFLP) iand iforced iit ito 

iland iat iEntebbe iInternational iAirport iin iUganda iunder ithe icontroversial ipresident iIdi iAmin 

ipermission.
10

 iIn i1998, iUnited iStates iEmbassy ibombings ihappened iin iNairobi iand iDar ies 

iSalaam. iThis iled ito ithe ikilling iof i220 ipeople iin iNairobi iand i11 iin iTanzania iand i70 iinjured.
11

 i 

This iattack iin iKenya iacted ias ian ieye-opener ileading ito ithe iglobal iwar ion iterrorism, ialthough 

ithis iwar igained imomentum iafter ithe iSeptember i11 iattack iin ithe iUS.
12

.In i2002, ian iIsraeli 

iowned ihotel iknown ias iParadise iHotel iwas iattacked. iThe ihotel iwas ifamous ifor ihosting itourists 

imainly ifrom iIsrael iand ithis iexplosion iwas iwell itimed ito iexplode iimmediately iafter ian 

iestimated isixty itourists ihad ichecked iin ito ithe ihotel. iThe iexplosion ileft ia itrail iof ififteen ideaths 

iand ieighty ipeople iinjured.
13

 iIn i2014, iKenya iexperienced ione iof iits iworst iacts iof iterror, iwhen 

iAl-Shabaab imilitants iattacked ithe iWestgate iShopping iMall iin iNairobi, ikilling iseveral 

iKenyans ias iwell ias iforeign iexpatriates iwho ifrequented ithe iMall. iFurthermore, iKenya ihas 

iexperienced iother iattacks isuch ias ithe iGarissa iUniversity iattack iwhere iabout i148 iseveral 

istudents iwere ikilled, ian iattack ion ia imilitary ibase iin ithe icoastal iprovince, ian iattack ion ia imining 

iquarry iin iMandera, isporadic iattacks ion ipolice iand imilitary ioutposts iin ithe inorth-east iof ithe 

icountry iand imost irecently, ithe iDusit iattack ion i i15
th

 iJanuary, i2019.
14

 i 

Kenyan imilitary iintervention iin iSomalia ihas iincreased iAl-Shabaab irecruitment iof 

iKenyan iyouth iparticularly iin ithe icoastal iregions, iwhere ithe igroup iexploits ischool idrop iouts, 

iuniversity istudents iand iunemployed iyouths ito ijoin iits iorganization. iAlthough ithe iwar iagainst 

iAl-Shabaab ihas ibeen ifought iby ithe ijoint iforces iof iKenya, iUganda, iEthiopia, iBurundi iand 

iSomalia, iKenya iis ipaying ithe ihighest iprice iin ithis iwar iof iterror iattacks. iThe iattacks iby iAl-

                                                           
10

 iDavis, iJ. i(2007). iAfrica iand ithe iwar ion iTerrorism. iAldershot, iBurlington: iAshgate. 
11

 iDowning, iW. i(2009). iAl-Qaedas iAdventures iin ithe iHorn iof iAfrica. iDiane iPublishing iCompany. 
12

 iMuiruri, iS. i(2004, iJanuary i29th). iCounter iterrorism iCentre iEstablished iin iKenya, iCNSNEWS. iNairobi, i, iNairobi 
13

 iTerror iin ithe iHorn iof iAfrica. i(2004, iJanuary i15th). iSpecial iReport. iRetrieved iAugust i10th, i2016, ifrom iUnited iStates 

iInstitute iof iPeace: ihttp://www.usip.org 
14

 iIbid 
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Shabaab iare iaimed iat iforcing iKenya ito iwithdraw iits isoldiers ifrom iSomalia iwhere ithey iare 

ijointly ifighting ithe igroup ias ipart iof ithe iAfrican iUnion iMission iin iSomalia i(AMISOM).
15

 

 iKenya‟s idecision ion isending iher itroops iacross ithe iborder iinto iSomalia iis iin iline iwith 

ithe iinternational ipolicy ion imilitary iintervention ithat iallows ia istate ito idefend iher iboundaries. 

iKenya‟s idecision ito icross ithe iborder iinto iSomalia iwas itriggered iby iseveral ifactors iprime 

iamong ithem iwas ithat iKenya‟s inational isecurity iwas ithreatened iby ithe iSomalia-based iIslamist 

imilitant igroup, iAl-Shabaab. iThe iterrorist igroup ihad iin ifact icarried iout ia inumber iof icross-

border iraids iduring ithe imonths ipreceding ithe ioperation. i iSecondly, iKenya ihad ifor ia ilong itime 

iwanted ito icreate ia ibuffer ito iprotect iitself ifrom ithe iconflict iin iSomalia iwith ithe ifear ithat ithe 

iwar iin ithe ineighbouring istate iwould ispill iover iinto iKenya.
16

 iAlso, iKenya‟s ireason ifor 

iinvading iSomalia iis isimply ibecause iKenya‟s ieconomic iinterests iwere ithreatened iby iAl-

Shabaab iwith ithe iabduction iof itourists iand idistorted iimage iof ithe iKDF iin ithe ieyes iof ithe 

ipopulation iin ithe imidst iof iallegations iof icorruption.
17

 i 

 

1.2 iStatement iof ithe iResearch iProblem 

Both ithe iUnited iStates iof iAmerica iand iKenya ihave iresorted ito iusing ithe imilitary 

iinstrument ito ideal iwith iterrorism. iThese itwo icountries ihave iexpressed isentiments iregarding 

inon-negotiation iwith iterrorists ior itheir isympathizers.
18

 iAccording ito ia irecent ireport iby iCenter 

ifor iStrategic iand iInternational iStudies, ithe icost iof ithe iwar iin iAfghanistan ito ithe iUnited iStates 

ifrom iyear i2001 ithrough ito iyear i2015 iamounted ito i$641.7 ibillion.
19

 iFurthermore, itaking iinto 

                                                           
15

 iIbid 
16

 iOkwany iCharles. iCountering iviolence iextremism iin iSomalia iand iKenya: iactors iand iapproaches. i(Norway: iNorwegian 

iInstitute ifor iUrban iand iRegional iResearch, i2016) 
17

 iMutua iMuthama. iand iMwaniki iPaul. iNational iIntelligence iService ireport iwarned iof iNairobi iterror iattacks. i(Standard, 

i28th iSeptember, i2013) 
18

 iAronson iSimson. i"Kenya iand ithe iGlobal iWar ion iTerror”: iAfrican iJournal iof iCriminology iand iJustice iStudies ivol. i97, 

ino. i1: i(2013) ipp. i75-90. 
19

 iWeil iCelestine. i“The iProtection-Neutrality iDilemma iin iHumanitarian iEmergencies: iWhy ithe iNeed ifor iMilitary 

iIntervention.” iInternational iMigration iReview, ivol. i35, iNo. i1: i(2014) ipp. i79-116. 
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iaccount inon-combat iexpenditures isuch ias imedical ibills, ia i2013 iHarvard istudy ifound ithe iIraq 

iand iAfghan iwars ito ibe ithe imost iexpensive iconflicts iin iU.S. ihistory.
20

 i 

Increase iin iviolence iand igrowth iof iradical imilitant iIslamic iterrorism, iproliferation iof 

ismall iarms, irampart ikidnapping, irefugees imenace iand imaritime ipiracy iamong iother iinsecurity 

iissues. iThese ihave iresulted ito imassive iloss, inot ionly ito iKenya, ibut ialso ito ithe iregion iin iterms 

iof icitizens ibeing ikilled iby isuicide ibombers, iproperty idestructions, itravel iadvisories ihurting 

itourism iindustry, imassive iinvestment iin isecurity iby istates, idestruction iof iinfrastructures 

iamong iothers. iSeveral iattempts ithat ihave ibeen imade ito irestore iSomalia ilawlessness ihave 

iproved ifruitless ibecause iof ilack iof ia ilegitimate igovernment idue ito igovernment icollapse. 

iAlthough ia inumber iof iAl-Shabaab iattacks ihave ibeen ithwarted, ithe ipolice ihave ifailed ito 

icompellingly iengage ithe imilitia idue ito ithe iguerrilla iwarfare ithey ideploy. i 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i iThe iefficacy iof iU.S. iintervention ioperations iin iAfghanistan iis iquestionable iat ibest, iand 

ithe icurrent icounterinsurgency istrategy ihas inot ibeen isuccessful. iSince ithe iinitial imilitary 

iintervention iin i2001, ithe iU.S. ihas ifailed ito icreate ilegitimate iand isustained iprogress iin 

ideveloping iand icreating ithe ipolitical, ieconomic, isocial, iand isecurity irelated iinstitutions iand 

isystems ineeded iin iorder ifor iAfghanistan ito istabilize. iIn iKenya iparticularly, ithe idecision ito 

isend iKenya iDefence iForces i(KDF) itroops ito iSomalia ihas ireceived imore icriticisms ithan 

iaccolades. iOkwany iand iWainaina iviewed ithis iaction ias ian iexercise iin ifutility ias iKenya‟s 

isecurity iwas iand icontinues ito ibe ishaken imore iin iits ihistory iwhich ihas icaused ihuman, 

ieconomic, iand ipolitical ilosses. iIt iis iimperative ithat iKenya iadopts ia inew istrategy iused iby iUS 

itowards iAfghanistan. i 

 

 

                                                           
20

 iJehl iDarious. i“Conflict iin ithe iBalkans; iClinton iOutlines iU.S. iInterest iin iBosnia iAir iStrikes.” i(The iNew iYork iTimes, 

i2014) 
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1.3 iResearch iQuestions i 

i. Why idid ithe iUS iuse ithe imilitary iinstrument iin ipursuit iof iterrorists iin iAfghanistan? 

ii. What ilessons ican iKenya ican ilearn ifrom ithe iUS ias iit icontinues iwith iits iintervention iin 

iSomalia? 

iii. Which iis ithe ipossible iexit istrategy ifor iKenya ibased ion ithe istrategic ianalysis iof iUS iwar 

iin iAfghanistan? 

 

1.4 iObjectives iof ithe iStudy i 

i. To ianalyse iwhy ithe iUS iused ithe imilitary iinstrument iin ipursuit iof iterrorists iin 

iAfghanistan. 

ii. To iassess ithe ilessons iKenya ican ilearn ifrom ithe iUS ias iit icontinues ito iintervene iin 

iSomalia iunder iAMISOM i 

iii. To icome iup iwith ian iAMISOM iexit istrategy ibased ion ithe istrategic ianalysis iof iUS iwar 

iin iAfghanistan. i 

 

1.5 iLiterature iReview 

The iliterature ireview isection iis idivided iinto ifour isub-sections. iThe ifirst isection ianalyses ithe 

iliterature ion ithe imeaning iof iterrorism, iwhile ithe isecond ipart iexamines iliterature ion ithe iglobal 

iwar ion iTerrorism iin iAfghanistan. iThe ithird isub-section iexamines iliterature ion imilitary 

iintervention ias ia icounterterrorism imeasure. iThe ilast ipart iof ithis iliterature ireview iwill ifocus 

ion, iterrorism iin iKenya iand imilitary iintervention iby iKenya. i 

1.5.1 iTerrorism i 

Terrorism iis ithe iuse iof iaggression iagainst iinnocent iindividuals ior ipersons iwho iare inot 

iarmed iand iwith ithe isole iaim, iof icausing iintimidation, ipanic iand ifear iwithin ithe itargeted igroup 
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iof iindividuals.
21

 iThe i11/9/2001 iattack iby iterrorists iin ithe iUS ihas iindeed iraised ithe iawareness 

iabout icontemporary iterrorism.
22

 iNowadays, iit iseems ithat iterrorism iis iequated iwith iIslamic 

iviolence iand iAl-Qaeda iin iparticular. iTerrorism iis ihowever ia ibroad iconcept ithat ihas iits iorigins 

iin ithe iFrench iRevolution iand iis itherefore inot ia iphenomenon iof irecent iyears iand icertainly inot 

iexclusively irelated ito iIslam. iSchmidt‟s itypology iof iterrorism iillustrates iits isix ibroad 

icharacters. iSchmidt‟s idistinguishes ibetween ifive itypes iof iterrorism: isocial irevolutionary 

iterrorism i(left-wing), iright-wing iand iracist iterrorism, isingle iissue iterrorism, inationalist iand 

iseparatist iterrorism i(including iethnic iterrorism), iand ifinally, ireligious iterrorism.
23

 

Terrorism ihas iproved ito ibe ia iperennial iceaseless istruggle iwhich ihas iadapted iand ihas 

iadjusted ithrough ithe ichallenges iand icountermeasures iimposed iby istates iand igovernments ias 

icounterterrorism imeasures.
24

For isuccess iin icontaining iterrorism, igovernments iand istates imust 

iwork itirelessly iwith idynamic icountermeasures ithat iare iusually iabove ithose iof ithe iterrorists. 

iThis ifight ion iterrorism iotherwise ireferred ias icounterterrorism ihas ibecome ia iglobal 

iphenomenon ibecause ithe iproblem iof iinternational iterrorism itranscends iborders iand ican inever 

ibe ieffectively ifought iby ia isingle istate.
25

 iSeptember i11, i2001 iwas ia iturning ipoint iin ithe 

iunderstanding iof iterrorism iand iterrorists. iThough iit iwas inot ithe ifirst iincident ithat ioccurred, iit 

iwas iso ilethal iin iits inature iand imagnitude ithat iit iexhibited ia irare irecourse iof iterrorist iresolve.
26

 i 

The iUS ihad ileft ia igap iin iantiterrorism idefence iwhere ia itraditional ilong iproven itactic 

iof iairline ihijacking iwas ineglected iin ifavour iof iless iconventional ithreats. iNo isingle iattacks iin 

ithe ientire i20 icenturies ihad ikilled imore ithan i500 ipersons iat iany ione itime, ia irecord ibroken iby i9-

                                                           
21

 iPape, iR. i(2003). iThe istrategic ilogic iof isuicide iTerrorism. iAmerican ipolitical iscience iReview ivol i97 iNo. i3 i, i343 i- i361. 
22Miller, iE. i(2015). iNational iConsortium ifor ithe istudy iof iterrorism iand iresponse ito iterrorism:Global iTerrorism iDatabase. 

iNew iYork: iNational iConsortium ifor ithe iStudy iof iTerrorism iand iResponses ito iTerrorism. i 
23

 iSchmid, iA.P. i(2004). i―Frameworks ifor iConceptualizing iTerrorism‖, iTerrorism iand iPolitical iViolence, iVol.16 iNo.2 ipp, 

i197-221 
24

 iGlobal iTerrorism iIndex. i(2014). iMeasuring iand iUndderstanding ithe iimpact iof iTerrorism. iNew iYork: iInstitute ifor 

iEconomics iand iPeace 
25

 iFearon iJoyson. i“Ethnicity, iInsurgency, iand iCivil iWar.” iAmerican iPolitical iScience iReview, ivol. i97, ino. i1: i(2013) ipp. 

i75-90. 
26

 iMearsheimer iDennis. i iFirst iDo iNo iHarm: iHumanitarian iIntervention iand ithe iDestruction iof iYugoslavia. i(Nashville: 

iVanderbilt iUniversity iPress, i2012). 
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11 iattacks. iMalcolm iShaw isays ithat i“the iuse iof iterror ias ia imeans ito iachieve ipolitical iends iis 

inot ia inew iphenomenon, ibut iit ihas irecently iacquired ia inew iintensity”. iIt iowes iits isurvival ito ian 

iability ito iadapt iand iadjust ito ichallenges iand icountermeasures iand ito icontinue ito iidentify iand 

iexploit iits iopponent‟s ivulnerabilities.
27

 i 

Terrorism iis imulti-dimensional; ipolitically, iit iranges ifrom iself-determination, 

ipolitical iindependence, isovereignty, ijurisdiction, isecurity, iinterference ibetween iconventional 

idiplomacy iand idiplomacy iof iterrorism. iIn ifinance iand ieconomics: idestruction iof iproperty, 

idecreased iinvestment, imoney ilaundering, idecreased itourist ivisiting ihence ilow iper icapita 

iincome iand iGDP iand iLegally iit icovers iinternational icriminal ilaw, inational ipenal ilaw iand 

ihuman irights ilaw.
28

 iThis imulti-dimensional inature icalls ifor ia imulti-faceted iapproach ithat iwill 

ideal iwith iterrorism iin ia imultitude iof iways. iFirst iand iforemost ia iclear idefinition iof iterrorism 

ithat iis iuniversal iin icharacter idevoid iof isectarian iinterests ishould ibe idevised ito isucceed iin ithe 

icooperative iefforts iin icountering ithe imenace.
29

 

The i9-11 iattacks ion ithe iWorld iTrade iCentre iand ithe iPentagon iwas ian iaftermath iof 

iterrorist iplanning ithat ibegan iway ibefore ithe iactual icommission. iThe ibombing iof iDar ies 

iSalaam iand iNairobi iin i1998 iwas ia iresult iof idetailed iplanning ithat itook ifive iyears. iHistorically, 

ithe ibeginning iof iIslamic ipolitics imay ihave ibeen ia irejuvenating ifactor iin iinternational 

iterrorism iseen iin ithe iMiddle iEast. iThe ifirst iIslamic irevolution iwas iin i1979-1980 ito iwithdraw 

ishah ito iform ithe ifirst iever iIslamic istate iin iIran. iThe i1979-week ilong itakeover iof iMecca iby 

iIslamists igot ia ibrutal iresponse ifrom ithe iSaudi igovernment ikilling imore ithan i1000 ireligious‟ 

irebels. iFollowing ithose iseries iof ievents iin ithe iMiddle iEast iSyria, iAlgeria, iand iEgypt icracked 

idown iIslamic iopposition iin itheir irespective icountries.
30

 i 

                                                           
27

 iIbid 
28

 iFinnemore iMartin. iThe iPurpose iof iIntervention. iIthaca: i(Cornell iUniversity iPress, i2015). 
29

 iCunningham iDaniel. i“Veto iPlayers iand iCivil iWar iDuration.” iAmerican iJournal iof iPolitical iScience. ivol. i5, ino. i4: 

i(2013);875-92 
30

 iIbid 
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Governments ishould ihave irealistic iexpectations ion ithe iwar ion iterrorism isince iit iis 

ifutile ito ithink ithat ione ican itotally ieliminate iterrorism iand iterrorists. iThe ionly irealistic ieffort 

ithat istates iand igovernments ishould ibe ikeen ion iis ito istrive ito icontain iterrorism.
31

 iThe inew 

iinternational iterrorism ihas iseldom ibeen iexhibited iby ipast ioccurrences. i 

East iAfrica iand ithe iHorn iof iAfrica iregion ihave ifaced ithree itypes iof iterrorism. iFirstly, 

iinternational iterrorism iwas icarried iout iwith ithe imain igoal ibeing ito iharm ia ithird iparty ias iwas 

ithe icase ifor iUnited iStates iand iIsrael iduring ithe ibombing iof ithe iAmerican iembassies iin iDar ies 

iSalaam, iTanzania, iand iKenya iby ial-Qaeda iin i1998 iand ithe isynchronized ial-Qaeda iattacks iin 

iMombasa, iKenya, iin i2002 iagainst ian iIsraeli iairliner iand ia ihotel iwhich ihad ihosted iIsraeli 

itourists. iSecondly, ithe iother ikind iof iterrorism iis iwhen icivilians iare itargeted ias iwas iwitnessed 

iwhen ineighbouring iSomalia iterrorist igroup, ial-Ijtihad ial-Islam i(AIAI) itargeted icivilians iin 

iEthiopia iin ithe i1990s. iAnother iexample iof icivilians ibeing icaught iin ithe imiddle iis iduring ithe 

iattacks iin ithe iSudan-based iEritrean iIslamic iJihad i(EIJ) iwhich itook iplace iin iEritrea ikilling 

icivilians ithough itheir iintended itarget iwas ithe imilitary. iThe ithird icategory iof iterrorist iattacks 

ihappens iwhen iindigenous iorganizations icarry iout iattacks ito ihumiliate, iharm, ior ieven ioverturn 

ia ilegally ielected igovernment ithough ithese iattacks iare inot iaimed iat ithird iparties. iA icase iin 

ipoint iis ithe iLord's iResistance iArmy i(LRA), iAllied iDemocratic iFront i(ADF) iin iUganda, 

iOgadeni iNational iLiberation iFront i(ONLF) iand iOromo iLiberation iFront i(OLF) iin iEthiopia 

iare iexamples iof isuch iorganization iwhich ihave icarried iout iterrorist iattacks iin iUganda iand 

iEthiopia.
32

 

The iUS iidentified iregions iin iSub-Saharan iAfrica ias imost isusceptible iand iprone ito 

ihome-grown iand iinternational iterrorism. iStates iin iEast iAfrica iand ithe iHorn iof iAfrica i(Sudan, 

iEthiopia, iEritrea, iDjibouti, iand iSomalia) iwere isingled iout. iThis iregion iis ihighly iattractive ito 

                                                           
31

 iRegan iPatrick. i"Choosing ito iIntervene: iOutside iInterventions iinto iInternal iConflicts ias ia iPolicy iChoice.” iJournal iof 

iPolitics, ivol. i60, ino. i3: i(2012) ipp. i754-779. 
32

 iDavid iH. iShinn; iJournal iof iConflict iStudies, iVol. iXXIII, iNo. i2,Terrorism iin iEast iAfrica iand ithe iHorn iVol i23, iNo i2 

i(2003) 
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iterrorist iactions idue ito ithe ifact ithat iit ihas ibeen iexperiencing iboth iinternal iand iregional 

iconflicts iin ithe irecent idecades. iThe icauses iof ithe iconflict iinclude; iethnicity, icultural 

idifferences, iboundaries iwhich iare idisputed, ireligion, iconflicting iideologies, istruggle ifor 

iscarce iresources, iinequitable isharing iof iresources iwhich iare imanaged iby ithe istate, iand ithe 

isheer iambition ifor ipower. iThese iconditions ifan idirect ior iindirect iconflicts icreating ia ifertile 

iground ifor iterrorist iattacks. iOther iconditions iinclude: i- ipoverty iand isocial iinjustice, ilong 

iporous iborders, iweapons ithat iare ireadily iavailable, ilimited ifinancial iresources iand ilack iof 

iqualified ipersonnel ito icounter ithe iactivities iof iterrorist ielements. iCorruption icombined iwith 

ilow ipay ifor isecurity ipersonnel iis ialso ia icontributing ifactor ifor iterrorists ito iseek isupport. iSome 

iterrorist igroupings iare iassociated ito iIslam iwhile iothers ioperate iunder ithe icover iof ipolitical 

ichange. 

Kenya iwas iranked iin iAfrica iby ithe iGlobal iTerrorism iIndex i(GTI)
33

 ias ione iof ithe 

icountries ihighly ithreatened iby iterrorist iattacks ifrom iAl-Shabaab idue ito ithe icountry„s 

iincreased iactivities iin iSomalia. iThe iGlobal iTerrorism iDatabase i(GTD)
34

 iindicates ithat iin i2014 

ialone, iAl-Shabaab icommitted imore ithan ieighty iattacks iin iKenya, iwhich ihad iincreased ifrom 

ithe iseventy-four iattacks ithat ihad ibeen icommitted iin ithe iyear i2013. i 

The iintervention ipursued iby ithe iKenyan igovernment ithrough ithe iinvasion iof iSomalia 

irubbed iother inations, iespecially ithose idominated iby iMuslims, ithe iwrong iway. iThis isituation 

iwas iworsened iby ithe iperceived ialienation iof iMuslims iin iKenya iwhich iis ia idominant ireligion 

iat ithe icoastal iand inorthern iregions. iMuslims itherefore ibecame imore iunified iafter isensing ithis 

ialienation iwhich iturned iinto ihostility iand isuspicion idue ito imysterious ikillings iof itheir 

ireligious ileaders isuch ias iSheik iAboud iRogo, iand i―Makaburi ifor itheir iradical iIslamic 

iteachings. iThe iearlier iemergence iof ia isecession igroup iin iMombasa iwhich iwas iknown ias 

                                                           
33

 iGlobal iTerrorism iIndex. i(2014). iMeasuring iand iUnderstanding ithe iimpact iof iTerrorism. iNew iYork: iInstitute ifor 

iEconomics iand iPeace 
34

 iMiller, iE. i(2015). iNational iConsortium ifor ithe istudy iof iterrorism iand iresponse ito iterrorism:Global iTerrorism iDatabase. 

iNew iYork: iNational iConsortium ifor ithe iStudy iof iTerrorism iand iResponses ito iTerrorism. 
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iMombasa iRepublican iCouncil i(MRC) icame iabout idue ito ithis iperceived ialienation. iIn 

iretaliation ito ithis iperceived imarginalization, imany iMuslim iyouths ihave ibeen iradicalized iand 

ieven igone ito iSomalia ito ijoin ithe iAl-Shabaab. 

The iKenyan igovernment ihas ibeen ipartly iblamed ifor ipaying ilittle iattention ito iinternal 

isecurity iwhile ifighting ithe iperceived iexternal ienemy. iLittle iattention ihas ibeen igiven ito ithe ion-

going irecruitment iof iyouths ito ijoin ithe iAl-Shabaab iand ithe ipersecution iof iMuslims iunder ithe 

iexcuse iof ifishing iout ithe iterrorists. iThis iperception ihas ibeen iviewed ias ithe imain icause iof 

iextensive iradicalization iideology iof iextreme iviews iamongst ithe iMuslims iin iKenya.
35

 iThe 

irampant iattacks ion ipolice istations iwhich iare iicons iof isecurity ihighlight ithe idire isecurity 

isituation iin iKenya. iIt iappears itherefore, ithat ithere iexists ia iwide igap iin iobjectives iof ithe iUS 

imilitary iinstrument iand ithe ineed ifor ireviewing ithe iKenya‟s icurrent imilitary iinstrument iused iin 

irecruitment iof iyouths. 

 

1.5.2 iThe iGlobal iWar ion iTerrorism iin iAfghanistan 

Since ithe ibeginning iof ithe iwar iin iAfghanistan ion iOctober i7, i2001, ithe iinitial icombat 

iphase iended iearly i2002. iDespite ithat, iwar iis istill iongoing ithreatening ito irejuvenate. iThis iis ia 

idifferent ikind iof iwar ifought iby iAmerica ion iwhat ithey iprefer ito icall ithe i„war ion iterror‟
36

. 

iUnder ithe irules iof iwar, ithe iwar iin iAfghanistan iwas inot ijustified. iThis iis ibecause ia ijust iwar ihas 

ito imeet icertain iprerequisites: iit ishould ibe ifought iagainst iaggressors, ishould ibe ilinked ito ia 

iparticular isituation iand ishould irespect iethical inorms.
37

 

War imust ibe ifought iby ia icompetent istate iauthority ithat ican ibe iheld iresponsible ifor 

idecisions iheld iin iwarfare. iTo ijustify itheir iactions, ithe iUS iconveniently iassimilated ithe iTaliban 

ifor ipurposes iof iwar. iThis iis isupposedly ibecause ithey irefused ito ihand iover ithe ial-Qaida 

                                                           
35

 iAronson, iS. iL. i(2012). iUnited iStates iaid ito iKenya: iA istudy ion iregional isecurity iand icounterterrorism iassistance ibefore 

iand iafter i9/11. iAfrican ijournal iof icriminology iand ijustice istudies i5 i(1) i, i119 i- i12 
36

 iJehl iDarious. i“Conflict iin ithe iBalkans; iClinton iOutlines iU.S. iInterest iin iBosnia iAir iStrikes.” i(The iNew iYork iTimes, 

i2014) 
37
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imembers isuspected iin ithe iattacks iof ithe iWorld iTrade iCenter iand ithe iPentagon. iHowever, ithe 

iUS imay ihave ihad iother ireasons ithat iwere ia idriving iforce iin ithat iirrational idecision isince ithe 

iBush igovernment iwas iunder igreat ipsychological iand ipolitical ipressure ito ido isomething 

idrastic iin iresponse ito ithe i9-11 iattacks. iThe imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan iwas ia 

idiversion iof ithe iinadequacies iof ithe iUS isecurity ito iprevent ithe iattacks.
38

 

This iwar ion iterrorism ihas ibeen ia ireason ithe iUS ihas imade imany ienemies. iA igroup iof 

iSaudi ischolars iwrote iin ia ijoint istatement iin i2002 ithat i“we iconsider ithe iUnited iStates iand iits 

icurrent iadministration ias ia ifirst-class isponsor iof iinternational iterrorism, iand iit ialong iwith 

iIsrael iform ian iaxis iof iterrorism iand ievil iin ithe iworld”
39

. iThey iclaimed ithat ithe itwo ihave ibeen 

iinstigating iacts iof iterrorism icalling iit ithe iwar ion iterrorism. iThe iUS ibelieves ithat ithe iwar ion 

iterrorism iis ia iresponse iin iterrorizing ithe iterrorists. iThe iglobal iwar ion iterrorism iin iAfghanistan 

ihad itwo iprimary inational iinterests; ito irid iAfghanistan iof iterrorists iand iensure iit inever iagain 

ibecomes ia isafe ihaven ifor iterrorists iand ithat ichaos iin iAfghanistan ido inot ispill iover ito iPakistan. 

iTo idestroy ial-Qaida isafe ihaven iis ia ilong ifeat ifor ithe iUS iand imay itake ia ilong itime iand imany 

iwars ito ifinish ialternatives ifor ial-Qaeda. iBut ithis iwas ia ijustification ithe iUS iused ito iwage iwar iin 

iAfghanistan
40

. i 

The iUS iforces iare istill iin iAfghanistan ieven ithough ial-Qaeda ihas ilong ifled ithe 

icountry. iThis iraises iquestions ias ito iwhat iis ithe ireal iAmerican iobjective iin ithe imilitary 

iintervention iin iAfghanistan.
41

. iMany iare ithe itimes ithat ilarge icountries ioften ido iwhat ithey iwish 

iwhile ismall icountries ido iwhat ithey imust. iThis iis ibecause iof ithe istrength ithey ipossess iin iterms 

iof imilitary, ieconomic ias iwell ias ithe idiplomatic imanoeuvres ito iarm-twist iany icountry iin 

ipursuit iof iits iperceived inational iinterests. iIt‟s ia iknown ifact ithat iaccess ito iMiddle iEast ioil ion 

                                                           
38

 iLyon iAnelisa. i“American iHumanitarian iIntervention: iToward ia iTheory iof iCoevolution.” iForeign iPolicy iAnalysis, ivol. i3, 

ino. i1: i(2016) ipp. i46-78. 
39

 iIbid 
40
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41

 iRobert iIan. i“The iCompulsive iEmpire.” iForeign iPolicy. iNo. i137, i(2013) ipp. i82-87. 
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ifavourable iterms iremains ia inational-security ipriority ifor ithe iUS igovernment iand iSaudi iArabia 

iwill ibe ia iUS ially iso ilong ias ithe iSaudi igovernment icooperates iwith iUS iefforts ito imaintain ia 

isteady iflow iof ireasonably ipriced ioil. iThis iamong iother inational iinterests ihas ibeen idriving ithe 

iUS ito iwars ileast iof iall iexpected.
42

. 

It iis iin ithe inational iinterest iof ithe iUS iwhich ithey iseek ito iprotect ithat imakes ithem 

icontinuously igo ito iwar. iStates ifrequently igo ito iwar ifor ilack iof iimagination; iblinded iby itheir 

iaroused ipassions iand iwounded isensitivities; ithey iare iunable ito iconceive ihonourable ischemes 

iof imutual iaccommodation iand iconsequent iblunder iinto ibelligerence iin ia istate iof iintellectual 

ibankruptcy.
43

 i iThe iUS iand iall iother idemocracies ithat ivalue ifreedom iand iliberties iremain 

ivulnerable ito iterrorism ibecause iprotecting iall ipossible itargets iall ithe itime iis ia ipractical 

iimpossibility. iAlso ibecause iof ithe imany ienemies ithe iUS ihas icreated idue ito iits iactions iin ithe 

iwar ion iterror, ithey iwill ibe itargets iof iterrorists. iThe iTaliban ifor iexample iis iand iwill iremain 

ienemies iof ithe iUS ibecause iof ithe iwar iin iAfghanistan.
44

 iThe iUS ihave iincorporated ieverybody 

iin ithe ifight iin iterrorism iand imade ieverybody ithink ithey iare itogether iin iit. 

There iis ireason ito ithink ithat iwhat iis ibeing icalled ia iwar ion iterrorism ibut iwhich 

iincreasingly iserves iother iinterests, iis iitself ia imajor isource iof ifurther iterrorism, ia ihelp inot ia 

ihindrance ito ithe icreation iof iterrorism iaround ithe iworld.
45

 

 

1.5.3 iMilitary iIntervention ias ia iCounterterrorism iMeasure 

U.S. iforeign imilitary iintervention ioperations ihave iconsistently ibeen ia ipart iof 

iAmerican ihistory. iSince i1960, ithere ihave ibeen iover iseventy-five idifferent itypes iof iU.S. 

iforeign imilitary iinterventions. iMany iof ithese imilitary iinterventions iwere ijustified ias 

ihumanitarian irelief iand idefence iand isecurity irelated ioperations. iAfter ithe ilaunch iof imany 
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iforeign imilitary iinterventions ithe iU.S. iand iits iinternational iallies ioften iconduct iintervention 

ioperations iin iorder ito ihelp irebuild ior iestablish idemocratic iinstitutions, isystems, iand 

istructures. i 

The iuse iof imilitary ioptions iin ithe iwar ion iterrorism ihas ibeen irather ian ioverreaction iby 

ithe iUS ito ithe ifight iagainst iterrorism.
46

 iA imilitary ioption iin icounterterrorism ihas iseveral 

ilimitations. iThe icardinal irule ifor iwar iis ithat iyou ishould iknow iyour ienemy iwell. iWar iin ithis 

isense iis icaused iby iignorance iand imisunderstanding iof ifacts iinvolved iin iinternational 

iterrorism. iStrive ito iknow ieverything iabout iyour ienemy ithrough iinvestigating iadequately ithe 

icauses iof iterrorism, igrievances, ipower ior iability iof iterrorists. iIn iterms iof ithe iwar iin 

iAfghanistan ipinpointing iwho iis ithe ienemy iand iwho iis inot iis ihard.
47

 i 

The iefficacy iof iU.S. iintervention ioperations iin iAfghanistan ihas ialways ibeen iin 

iquestion isince ithe iinitial imilitary iintervention itook iplace. iMany ihave icalled ion ithe iU.S. ito ire-

design itheir icurrent imilitary iand idevelopmental istrategy iby iplacing imore iemphasis ion ihelping 

ito icreate ilegitimate iand iaccountable iinstitutions ithan ideal iwith ithe icountry‟s ieconomic, 

ipoverty, iand iunemployment irelated iissues irather ithan ionly isecurity/military irelated 

iinstitutions iand iservices.
48

 iAnother igrowing iconcern iof ithe iU.S. ioccupation iin iAfghanistan 

ithat ihas iarisen iover ithe ilast iseveral iyears iis ithe ilack iof ian iaccountable, ifederal iand iprovincial 

igovernment ithat iis icapable iof iproviding ileadership ito ithe imany ineeds iof ithe iAfghan ipeople. 

iWithout ithis ivital icomponent iof iintervention, iefforts ito iincrease ithe ilikelihood iof ia isustained 

igovernment icapable iof idefeating iinternal iand iexternal ithreats iwill ibe inearly iimpossible ito 

iachieve.
49
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Therefore, iin ithe icourse iof imilitary iintervention iother ipeople iwill ibe iaffected iraising 

iemotions iand ianger. iThis iincreases iterror, iextremism iand ihatred iprovoking iincidences iaimed 

iat ithem. i“Above iall istates imust iremember inot ionly iwho ithey iare ifighting, ibut iwhat ithey iare 

ifighting ifor. iA igovernment ifaced iwith iterrorism imust ibe iconcerned, itherefore iwith iboth ithe 

ieffectiveness iand ithe ilegitimacy iof iits ipolicies.”
50

 iAmerican ipower iis iadequate ito iaddress ithe 

ivital iUS iinterests iemanating ifrom iany istate ior icombination iof istates i“however iit‟s imuch 

iharder ito ideter imotivated iindividuals iand ismall igroups ithat ioften ithrive iwhere icentral 

iauthority iis iweak, iand iwhere ideterrence iis itherefore iless ieffective ioperations, isearch iand 

irecovery ioperations, irescue ioperations iand iretaliation iand ipunitive iraids. i
51

 

The imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan ihas inot ibeen isuccessful iin ieliminating ithe 

ienemy ibut irather idispersed ithem ito iother iplaces imaking iit iharder ito ifind, itarget, imonitor iand 

icontain. iAl-Qaeda ihas icrossed ithe iborder ito iPakistan iFATA iregion isince i2002. iThis ifact ihas 

ibeen iseen iby ithe ikilling iof iOsama iin iAbbottabat iinside iPakistan. iDealing iwith iterrorism 

ithrough iwar ipolarizes ithe ination istates ihampering ianti-terrorist iefforts.
52

. iWhen iterrorists 

idiversify itheir istrength iis ihard ito iestimate. iTherefore, icounter-terrorism iefforts ishould ibe 

ireassessed iwith ithe iview iof inot ibecoming ireactionary ibut iof iconcrete ibasis iof ilegitimacy iand 

iefficiency inot ito iprovoke ithe iterrorists‟ iresolve iand iturn ithe imasses iagainst ithe igovernment iin 

iplace.
53

 

This iquest iof ichanging ipolicies iand imechanisms ishould ibe idone iwith ithe iaim iof 

icountering iterrorism iand inot ito iembolden itheir iresolve. iSamkange
54

argues ithat ithere iis 

isubstantial ievidence iof ithe iemergence iof ithe iinternational ilinks iof iterrorists. iHe isays ithat 

i“there iare icooperative iefforts iin itraining, iprocurement iof iweapons, iand idocumentation isuch ias 
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ipassports, ivisas, iidentity icards ireconnaissance iof iairline iroutes iand itargets, iand iactual iterrorist 

ioperations”. iRutherford
55

 igives ianother ipossibility iof ithis iinternational inetwork ithat 

igovernments irather ithan ipolitical igroups imay isponsor iterrorism ias ian iarm iof iforeign ipolicy. 

iHe ifurther igoes ion ito isay ithat ithough iterrorism iis inow irejected ias ia ilegitimate iform iof iwarfare, 

iits ifuture imay ibe idifferent iin ithat iterrorists icould ibe iemployed ito iprovoke iinternational 

iincidences ior iexisting iterrorists imay ibe iemployed ito iattack iother iterrorists ior ithey icould icreate 

itheir iown iterrorists.
56

 i 

Legally, iefforts igeared itowards iagreeing ion iinternational ilaw ito iregulate ipolitical 

icrimes iof iviolence ihave ibeen ihampered iby ithe iproblem iof idefining iterrorism. iAttempts iat 

ireaching iat ia isatisfactory idefinition ihave ibeen ihampered iby idivisions, ipolitical idifferences iand 

isectional idifferences. iGrant iargues ithat ithe iproblem iof iuniversal idefinition iof ithe iterm 

iterrorism ihas ibeen imarked iby idivergent iviews iwith ireference ito ithe ifamous iphrase i„one iman‟s 

iterrorist iis ianother iman‟s ifreedom ifighter‟. iThis ihas ihampered ithe iway istates ihave ireacted ito 

ithe iissue iof icounterterrorism. iDomestically, ipolice ipowers ihave ibeen ibroadened, iothers ifear ito 

iact ifor ifear iof iincidences iagainst ithem. iThere ihas ialso ibeen ia irapid iincrease iin iattention ito 

iantiterrorism iresponse icapabilities ileading ito ithis iinquiry.
57

 

 

1.5.4 iTerrorism iin iKenya iand iMilitary iIntervention iin iSomalia 

Kenya ihas ibeen ia iprimary itarget iand ihas ifaced ia icontinuing iterrorist ithreat ifrom iAl-

Shabaab, ithe ichief iterror ithreat iin ithe iHorn iof iAfrica ifor iseveral ireasons.
58

 iThis iis ibecause, iof 

iseveral igeographic, ihistorical, iregional, ipolitical, ieconomic iand isocio-cultural ifactors iwhich 

iinclude iIslamic iradicalization iin ithe iregion; iKenya‟s ivibrant icoastal ibeach itourism iindustry 
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ithat ithreatens idomestic iIslamic iculture; ipoor isocio-economic icondition iin ithe icountry; 

ihistorical imarginalization iof ithe icountry‟s iMuslim iminority; iKenya‟s igeographical iproximity 

ito iSomalia iwhere iAl-Shabaab iis iheadquartered i& ithe iMiddle iEast; iunstable ineighbours 

i(Sudan iand iSomalia); iporous iborders ibetween iKenya iand iSomalia; ias iwell ias iKenya‟s istrong 

ihistorical ities iwith ithe iWest iand iIsrael.
59

 

In iline iwith ithe ilatter, imost iterror iacts iin iKenya ihave ibeen iagainst iWestern itargets iin 

ithe icountry. iIn iresponse ito imany iterror iattacks, ithe iKDF ihave ihad isuccess iin iits icounter 

imilitary ioperations iin i2011 iinvasion iin iSomalia. iHowever, ithose isuccesses iare ishort-lived ias 

ithere iare icontinued iterror iattacks iafter iperiodic ishort icessation iof ihostile iattacks. iThis iis 

iattributed ito ithe iever-growing irisks iof ihome-grown iterror, iviolent iextremism iand 

iradicalization. iFew iterror iattacks iagainst iKenya iand ibefore ithe i2002 iParadise ihotel ibombing 

ihave ibeen imentioned iin ithe iprevious ichapter. iThereafter, iand isince ilate i2011, iKenya ihas 

ipassed ithrough imany iterror iattacks.
60

 i 

It istarted iwith ithe iMonday, i24 iOctober i2011 ismall-scale iterror iattack ion ia iblue-collar 

ibar iknown ias iMwaura's iin iMfangano iStreet iin iNairobi. iThe ihurled igrenade ileft ione iperson 

idead iwhile iwounding imore ithan i20 ipeople. iLater ion, ithe isame iday, ia isecond iblast ihappened, 

iwhen ia igrenade iwas ithrown iinto ia ibus iterminal ifrom ia imoving ivehicle. iAbout i69 ipeople iwere 

isubsequently ihospitalized, iof iwhich ifive ipeople iwere iconfirmed idead. iThis icame iafter ithe iUS 

iissued ia ipotential ithreat iof iattack iwhich istated ithat ithere iare irisks iof ireprisal iactions iby ithe iAl-

Shabaab idue ito ithe iKDF ioperations iin iSomalia iin ithe iprevious imonths iand iespecially ithe 

iOctober ioperations. iIn iNovember iof ithe isame iyear, ithere iwas ian iattack ion iHoliday iInn iHotel, 

ithe iEast iAfrican iPentecostal iChurch, ia imilitary iconvoy iand iseveral iother iattacks. i 
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There iwere iaround inine iother iattacks iin iKenya, iin iDecember. iOn i21 iSeptember i2013 

iwas ithe iWestgate iShopping iMall iterror iattack iin iwhich iunidentified igunmen iattacked ithe 

iupscale imall iin iNairobi. iThe iattack iresulted iin iaround i67 ideaths, iand idozens iof ipeople iwere 

ireportedly iwounded iin ithe imass ishooting. iAnother imajor iattack iwas iin i2014, iknown ias 

iMpeketoni iattacks. iThey ihappened ibetween i15 iand i17 iJune, iand imore ithan i60 ipeople iwere 

ikilled iin iattacks iin iand iclose ito iMpeketoni, iLamu iCounty. iThe iattacks istarted iwhen iabout i50 

imasked igunmen ihijacked ia ivan iand iraided ia ipolice istation iin ithe ipredominantly iChristian ias 

iwell ias iburning ihotels, irestaurants, iand igovernment ioffices. iAround i53 ipeople iwere ireportedly 

ikilled iduring ithe iattack, iand ieight iothers iwere iunaccounted ifor ias iof i18 iJune.
61

 i 

In iApril i2015, igunmen istormed ithe iGarissa iUniversity iCollege, iand ikilled ialmost i150 

ipeople iwhile iwounding iseveral iothers. iThis iwas inotwithstanding iintelligence iwarnings ithat ian 

iattack iwas iplanned. iThe iattackers iclaimed ito ibe ifrom ithe iAl-Shabaab imilitant igroup, iand 

iindicated ithat ithey iwere icarrying iout iretaliation iover inon-Muslims ioccupying iMuslim 

iterritory. iSeveral istudents iwere itaken ihostage; iMuslims iwere ifree ibut iChristians iwere 

iwithheld. iBetween i2012 iand i2015, ithere iwere iother ilesser iattacks, iwhich iinclude ithe i30 

iSeptember i2012 iattack iat ithe iSunday ischool iof iSt iPolycarp's ichurch iin iNairobi; i14 iDecember 

i2013 iNairobi ibus iattack; i1 iApril i2014 iEastleigh iattack; i23 iApril i2014 iNairobi ipolice istation 

ibombing; i10 iMay i2014 iNairobi ibus ibombings ion ithe iThika iHighway iin iNairobi; i16 iMay 

i2014 iGikomba ibombings; i26 iMay i2015 iGarissa iambush iand idozens iof imore. i 

In imost iof ithese iattacks, iAl-Shabaab iclaimed iresponsibility, icarried imost iof ithe 

iattacks ithemselves ior ithrough iradicalized iKenyan iyouths ithat icould ibe iconsidered ias iAl-

Shabaab isympathizers. iIn iline iwith ithe ilatter, iin i2014, iestimates isuggested ithat iabout i25% iof 

ithe itotal icontributing iforces iof iAl-Shabaab iare iKenyans iwhich iare ipreferably icalled i"Kenyan 

iMujahideen". iMost iof ithese iradicalized iKenyans iare itypically iover ienthusiastic ipoor iand 
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iyoung iindividuals ithat iwere ispecifically itargeted iby ithe icells iof iAl-Shabaab ifor irecruitment. 

iIt‟s ibeen iharder ifor iKenyan isecurity iforces ito itrack ithe iterror ior ithose iradicalized iKenyans idue 

ito ithe ifacial iand icultural idissimilarities ibetween ithe iKenyan iMujahedeen‟s iand ithe irest i75% 

ifighter iforces iof iAl-Shabaab; iThus, ian iadvantage ifor ithe iKenyan iMujahedeen‟s ito ifully iblend 

iinto ithe ilarger ipopulation iof iKenya iwith ilittle ior ilimited itrace iand idetection. i 

Al-Shabaab ifurther itermed ithese iattacks, ireprisals ifor ithe iKenyan imilitary's 

ideployment iin ithe igroup's ihome icountry iof iSomalia ithrough iOperation iLinda iNchi. iThe 

iOperation iwas ia icoordinated imilitary imission ibetween ithe iSomali iand iKenyan imilitaries ithat 

ibegan iin iOctober i2011, iwhen itroops ifrom iKenya icrossed ithe iborder iinto ithe iconflict izones iof 

isouthern iSomalia. iThe iOperation itriggered imany iof ithese iincessant iattacks. iBy iMay i2014, ithe 

iUS, iUK, iand iother iWestern icountries ihad iissued ihigh isecurity iwarning ion itheir icitizens 

iresiding ior itravelling ito iKenya iand ithis iultimately iaffected ithe itourism isector iin iKenya. iThe 

itourism isector iis ithe ilargest iearner iof iforeign iexchange ito ithe icountry iand ithe iexit iof iforeign 

ivisitors ileads ito ireduced ihotel iand itransport ioperations iwhich iin-turn iresults ito ilabour ior istaff 

icut idown. iThis itrends iaffect inot ionly ithe itourism isector ibut ialso iextends ito ithe iforeign 

imissions iin iKenya ias isome ihave ibeen iforced ito ireduce itheir ipresence iin iKenya ito ionly ione 

icity iusually iNairobi ias iobserved iby ithe imove iby iUK ito iclose idown ithe iMombasa iConsulate; 

iThe iU.S ihas ialso ireduced iits istaff istrength iin ithe ibid ito iensure iadequate iprotection iof iall iits 

istaff iafter ithe ideath iof imany iof iits istaff iin ithe i1998 ibombing.
62

 

1.6 iJustification iof ithe iStudy i i 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iFrom ithe iabove ireview iof iliterature iof ithe iAfghanistan icollapse ias iwell ias ithe 

iattendant icauses iof ithe istate icollapse ias ipropounded iand iexpounded iupon iby ivarious ischolars, 

ianalysts, iconflict iand isecurity ipractitioners ias iwell ias iother inotable iauthorities iboth iwithin iand 

iwithout ithe idomain iof iinternational irelations, ithe istudy ifinds ithat ithe iAfghanistan istate 
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icollapse ihas iadversely iimpacted ion iher ineighbours iin ithe iglobal, iContinental, iregional iand iin 

iparticular iKenya iin igeneral. iActivities iin iAfghanistan ihave ia iclose irelationship iwith ithe 

iterrorism iactivities iin iKenya iand ihave iadversely iimpacted inegatively ion iKenya‟s isecurity. 

iThis istudy iis ihowever iintended ito idelve ideeper iinto ithis, iand ifocus imainly ion ithe ilessons 

ilearned iboth inegative iand ipositive iimpacts ithat ithe iwar iand iUS iintervention iin iAfghanistan iis 

ihaving ion iKenya ilevel iand istate iof isecurity. 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iTo ithe ifield iof iacademia, ithe istudy iis iexpected ito icontribute ivaluable iknowledge ion 

ithe ievolution iof iinterventions iin ithe iwake iof iincreased iterror iattacks. iThe istudy iwill itry ito ifill 

ithe igap ithat iexists iin iformulation iof imilitary iinterventions idue ito ithe iincreased iterror iattacks 

iby iexplaining ithe imatrix ibetween inew imilitary iinterventions ithat iare iarrived iat idue ito iterror 

iattacks. iThe istudy iwill ioffer iresearchers ia iframework ito ibuild ion iso ias ito icome iup iwith ia iway 

iof iexecuting imilitary iinterventions iin iKenya ito iSomalia. i 

The ischolarly iliterature iabout ithe iUS imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan iand itheir 

iimplications iin ithe ifight iagainst iterrorism, iare ifragmentary iand ioften iindirectly irelates ito ithe 

iKenya‟s icase. iThus, ithe istudy iwill iadd ito ithe iexisting iliterature iand iongoing istudies ion 

iterrorism iand isecurity istudies. iThe irationale iof ithe istudy iwill ibe ito icreate ian iunderstanding ion 

ithe ilessons ithat iKenya iand iother icountries iin iAfrica icould ilearn iabout ithe iuse iof imilitary iin 

ifighting iterrorism. iAt ia itime, ithe iworld, iand iin iparticular iKenya, iis igrappling iwith iterror 

ithreats, ithis istudy iwould ihelp ithe igovernment, iespecially iintelligence ito idecipher ithe itrends 

iand iinfluence ipolicy iformulation iin icounter iterrorism iresponse. i 

1.7 iTheoretical iFramework i 

This istudy iwill iuse irealism ito iexplain imilitary iintervention iby istates. iRealists iview 

ithe iworld ifrom ithe ilenses iof iperpetual iconflict, ianarchy, ipower, istate isurvival iand inational 
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iinterests iin ianalysing ithe iactions iof istates iin ithe iinternational isystem.
63

 iFor irealists, ipower iis 

ithe iultimate itool iused iby istates ito iattain itheir iinterests iand iby iexercising itheir ipower iin ipursuit 

iof itheir iinterest iis iwhat iultimately ileads ito iconflict iamong istates. iFrom ia iRealist iperspective, 

iforeign imilitary iintervention istems ifrom ian iinnate idesire iby istates ito iacquire, iconquer iand 

iexploit iterritories iof iother istates iin iorder ito imaximize ion istrategic igains iand ifulfil itheir 

iinterests.
64

 

Variants iof irealism isuch ias ineorealism ialso ioffer ian iexplanation iof iforeign 

iintervention. iWaltz
65

 istates ithat idefensive irealism iencourages istates ito imaintain istaunch 

isecurity ipolicies iwhich iare ifar iless ilikely ito iact ias ia icatalyst ifor iconflict, ias iopposed ito 

ioffensive irealism iwhich iexplains ithat istates ishould istrive ito imaximize itheir ipower ithrough 

ihegemonic itendencies ithereby idirectly iconfronting ithreats ito ia istate‟s isecurity. i i 

Following ithis irealist ithought iit ican ibe isaid ithat iKenya‟s idefence iforces iintervention 

iin iSomalia iwas idesigned ito iconfront ithe ithreat ithat iposed ian iimminent idanger ito ithe iexistence 

iof ithe istate ihence ithe iact iof iintervention iwas ijustified. iGiven ithat istate iinterests iare iparamount 

iin irealism, iany iaction itaken iby istates ito ideal iwith ithe ithreats iof inational iinterests iare ijustified 

iamong irealists. i 

Kenya‟s idecision ito iinvade iSomalia iprovides isufficient ifodder ifor ia irealist 

iexplanation ias ito iwhy iit ideemed iit inecessary ito iexert iits ipower iand iposition iitself inot ionly ias 

ian ieconomical ipower ibut ialso ia imilitary iforce ito ireckon iwith.
66

 iThere iexist imany itheories 

isurrounding iKenya‟s idecision iincluding ithe iassertion ithat isome iexternal iforces ilike ithe iUS 

iand iChina icould ihave ia ihand iin ithis ibut iit iis iclear ithat iKenya iwent ito iwar ibecause iit ineeded ito 
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iprotect iKenya‟s iinterests. iIt iwanted ito ireduce ithe irisk iof iAl i-Shabaab ito iact iaggressively 

iagainst iit.
67

 i 

 i i i i i i i i i i i iThis itheory iwill ibe iapplied iin ithis istudy ito ishow ithat iKenya‟s iintervention iefforts 

itowards ithe iSomali isecurity ithreat iare ia inecessary icondition ias iits istate ipreference iis ito isee 

ithat ithe ipeace iand istability iof iits ineighbour icountry iis iachieved ias ithis iis icrucial iand iessential 

ifor iits iown. iRealism itheory ialso igoes ifurther ito idemonstrate ithe irole iof iinternational ilaw iin 

igoverning ithe ibehaviour iof istates itowards ieach iother. iIt ialso ishows ihow ithe ivalues iand iactions 

iof iindividual istates ihave iimpacts ion iother istates‟ ibehaviour. 

 

1.8 iHypotheses i 

Kenya ihad ievery iright ito iintervene iin iSomalia idue ito ithe ieffects iof iterrorism ithe icountry ihad 

iwitnessed iover ithe ipast ithree idecades. iThere iare imany ilessons iKenya ican ilearn ifrom ithe 

iUnited iStates iintervention iin iIraq, isome iare ipositive iand iothers inegative. i 

 

1.9 iResearch iMethodology 

This isection irefers ito ithe imethodology ithat ithe iresearcher iused iin iconducting ithe iresearch, iit 

iincluded ithe iresearch idesign, ithe iresearch isite, ithe isample isize iand isampling itechniques 

iamong iothers. i i 

 

1.9.1 iData iCollection i 

 i i i i i i i i i i iData icollection iis ia iprocess iof igathering iinformation ifrom iboth iprimary iand isecondary 

idata. iThis istudy iuses iprimary iand isecondary idata ito iinvestigate ithe ilessons ifor iKenya iin iUS 

imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan, iwhich inow iforms ia ibasis ifor ianalysis. iPrimary idata iis ito 

ibe iderived ifrom itelephone iinterviews idue ito ithe iunavailability iof isome ikey ipersons ifor ia ione-
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one iinterview, iwhile itexts ifrom idocuments iformed isecondary isources. iPrimary idata iwas 

igathered ifrom ikey iinterviews iwith ikey iinformants‟ iprofessionals. i 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i iInterviews iwere iadministered ito ikey iinformants iof ithe igovernment. iInterview iis 

iobtaining iinformation ifrom ian iinteraction ibetween ithe iresearcher iand irespondents. iIt ican ibe 

istructured ior isemi- istructured. iInterviews ihelp isee ithe ireactions, ivalues iand iattitude iof ithe 

irespondents. iThey ialso iensure ithat iall iquestions iare ianswered ibecause ithe iresearcher ican 

iprobe ifurther iin iorder ito iget imore iinformation. iOn ithe iother ihand, iInterviews iare ivery icostly 

iand itime iconsuming. iThe ipresence iof ithe iresearcher imay iintimidate ithe irespondents. iQuality 

iof idata ito ibe icollected imay ibe iaffected iespecially iwhen ithe irespondents idon‟t ihave itime ito 

ireflect ior iconsult. iThe istudy ifocuses ion ialready ipublished iwork ias iwell ias ithe iunpublished 

idata igathered ifrom ibooks, ijournals, inewspapers, ireports, iand ithesis, iprivate iand ipublic ipapers. 

iThis iinformation imainly ifocuses ion ithe ilessons ifor iKenya ifrom ithe iUS imilitary iintervention iin 

iAfghanistan. i 

Data icollected iwas ianalysed ito ianswer ithe iobjectives iand ithe ihypothesis. iRaw idata iwill ibe 

icleaned iin iorder ito imake isense iof ithe istudy. iThe iinterviews iwill ibe iconducted iby ithe 

iresearcher. iThe iresearcher iwill ivisit ithe irespondents iat itheir iwork istation ior iany iother 

iconvenient ivenue, ior ithrough itelephone iconversation. iThe iresearcher iwill inote idown ithe 

iresponses ifrom ithe irespondents iduring ithe iinterviews. i i i i i i i i i i i i 

 

1.9.2 iData iAnalysis 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iThe iqualitative idata ifrom iinterviews iand ifocus igroup idiscussions iwill ibe ianalysed 

iusing icontent ianalysis. iContent ianalysis iis ia iresearch itool iused ito idetermine ithe ipresence iof 

icertain iwords ior iconcepts iwithin itexts ior isets iof itexts. iIt iuses ia iset iof icategorisation ifor imaking 

ivalid iand ireplicable iinferences ifrom idata ito itheir icontext. i iResearchers iquantify iand ianalyse 

ithe ipresence, imeanings iand irelationships iof isuch iwords iand iconcepts, ithen imake iinferences 
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iabout ithe imessages iwithin ithe itexts, ithe iwriter(s), ithe iaudience, iand ieven ithe iculture iand itime 

iof iwhich ithese iare ia ipart. 

1.9.3 iData iPresentation 

 i i i i i i i i iThe iresearch iwas ibasically iqualitative iand ithe iresults iof ithe istudy iwere ipresented iin ia 

inarrative iform iwhere ithe iresearch iidentifies ivarious iemerging iissues. 

 

1.10 iChapter iOutline 

 i i i i i i i i i i i iChapter ione icontains ithe ibackground iof ithe istudy, istatement iof ithe iresearch iproblem, 

iobjectives iof ithe istudy, iliterature ireview, ijustification iof ithe istudy, itheoretical iframework, 

ihypotheses, iand imethodology i 

 i i i i i i i i i i iChapter itwo icovers iUS imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan. iFurther iit ielaborates ithe 

imilitary iinvasion iapproach iused, ithe irise iof iinsurgency iin iAfghanistan, ithe idevelopment iof ithe 

ipolitical iinfrastructure iof ithe iAfghan istate iand ithe iObama iera iin irelation ithe imilitary iinvasion. i 

 i i i i i i i i i i iChapter ithree icovers iKenya‟s iintervention iin iSomalia. iThe ichapter ifurther ielaborates ithe 

iKenyan igoals iin ithe iintervention, iand ithe ichallenges ifaced iduring ithe iinvasion. iA ichapter 

isummary iis ialso idone ito isum ithe ichapter icontent. 

 i i i i i i iChapter ifour- ianalyses ithe ilessons ithat iKenya ican ilearn ifrom iUS iintervention iin 

iAfghanistan. i 

 i i i i i i i iChapter ifive- icontain ithe iconclusions iand irecommendations iof ithis istudy. i i 
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CHAPTER iTWO 

US iMILITARY iINTERVENTION iIN iAFGHANISTAN 

2.1 iIntroduction 

 i i i i i i i iThis ichapter ilooks iat ithe iUS imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan. iFurther, iit ielaborates 

ithe imilitary iinvasion iapproach iused, ithe irise iof iinsurgency iin iAfghanistan, ithe idevelopment iof 

ithe ipolitical iinfrastructure iof ithe iAfghan istate iand ithe iObama iera iin irelation ithe imilitary 

iinvasion. 

The iUS iwar ieffort iin iAfghanistan ihas ibeen imixed iin iterms iof isuccess, iand ithis iis ithe 

iresult iof imultiple ifactors.
68

 iThe imajor ireason ilies iwith iconflicting iwartime iobjectives, iwhich 

icreated ia inegative itrickle-down ieffect ion istrategy iand itactics. iThe itwo iprominent iobjectives 

ithat ihave iinfluenced ithe idirection iof ithe iwar iare ithe icounterterrorism icampaign iagainst ial-

Qaida iand ithe ination-building ieffort iacross iAfghanistan.
69

 i i 

The iwar‟s imain isuccesses iare ithe iresult iof iwhen ithe i“light ifootprint” iis ifocused ion 

ispecific iobjectives isuch ias ithe itoppling iof ithe iTaliban‟s igovernment ior ithe itargeting iof 

iterrorist inetworks. iThe iUnited iStates ihas ifaced ifar imore idifficulties iin iits ination-building 

iattempts iwhere ithe i“light ifootprint” ilacks irelevance. iInternal iproblems isuch ias iwidespread 

icorruption imade iAfghanistan iunsuitable ifor iany ination ibuilding iattempt.
70

 iFurther, ias ithe iwar 

ihas icontinued, ithe i“light ifootprint” ifaced iseveral iconstraints, isuch ias ithe idiverting iof iSpecial 

iOperations iForces ipersonnel ito iIraq ior ithe iimposition iof irestrictive iRules iof iengagement.
71
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2.2 iMilitary iInvasion iOperations iin iAfghanistan. 

 i i i i i i iFollowing ithe i9/11 iattacks, ithe iGeorge iW. iBush iadministration iwas iclear ithat iit iwanted ia 

iprompt, imilitary-centric iresponse. iUS iCentral iCommand ibegan ito iplan ifor ithe iinvasion, iyet 

ithis iprocess ibegan iwithout ithe iWhite iHouse ilaying iout ia ispecific iwar iaim.
72

 iThere iwas 

iconfusion ias ito iwhether ithe icentral ifocus ishould ibe iagainst ial-Qaida ior ithe iTaliban ior ito ifocus 

ion iboth iequally. iRumsfeld iwas iadamant ithat ihe idid inot iwant ito icommit ilarge inumbers iof 

iground iforces ito iAfghanistan ito iavoid idisrupting ithe ilives iof ithe ilocal ipopulation. iRumsfeld 

icited ithe idifficulties ithat iplagued ithe iSoviet iUnion‟s iinvasion iof iAfghanistan iduring ithe i1980s 

iand ifelt ithat ithe iUnited iStates imust iavoid isimilar imistakes. iThe iSoviets ihad ioccupied 

iAfghanistan iwith ia ilarge iforce iand iwere imet iwith ifierce iresistance ifrom ilocal iAfghans ias iwell 

ias iforeign ifighters iwho iviewed ithem ias iimperialist iinvaders.
73

 

During ithe iinvasion, ithe ioperations, iwhich iwould ialso ibecome iknown ito isome ias ithe 

iAfghanistan ipeople, iinvolved ia icombination iof iUS iairpower, iintelligence iassets, iand ispecial 

ioperational iforces, iwhich iwere ipaired iwith iindigenous iground itroops iNorthern iAlliance iforces 

ito iachieve istrategic ieffects.
74

 i 

This ibegan iwith iUS iairpower idestroying iTaliban iair idefence. iNext, ispecial ioperative 

iforces iand iintelligence iassets iidentified inew itargets ithat iincluded ilarger ienemy ifield iunits iand 

icommand iand icontrol icentres ifor inew iairstrikes. iThis iall ioccurred iwhile iNorthern iAlliance 

iforces iacted ias ia iscreen iagainst ienemy icounterattacks iand iheld icaptured iterritory. iThe ispeed 

iof ithe iinvasion isurprised imany, iand iit iled ito ithe idecisive idefeat iof ithe iTaliban iforces iand itheir 

ial-Qaida iallies.
75

 iHowever, iOperation iEnduring iFreedom iwas ia ilearning iprocess ifor ithe 

imilitary, iand ithe ilight ifootprint iis isomething ithat ihas icontinued ito ievolve iover itime. iIn 
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iparticular, ithere iwas ipoor icoordination ibetween iCIA iassets, ispecial ioperative iforces, iand 

iairpower iduring ithe iinitial istages iof ithe iinvasion. i 

Stephan
76

 ipointed iout ithat ithere iwere idifficulties iduring iOperation iEnduring 

iFreedom i(OEF), iarguing ithat ithe ilack iof iU.S iground iforces iand iat itimes ithe iunreliability iof 

iNorthern iAlliance iunits iled ito imany ial-Qaida ifighters ibeing iable ito islip iaway iand iavoid 

icapture iat ithe ibattle iof iTora iBora. iStill, idespite isome ioperational idifficulties, ithe ilight 

ifootprint iwas iable ito iachieve isuccess iby idestroying ithe icentral iforces iof ithe iTaliban iand itheir 

ial-Qaida iallies iduring ithe iinitial iinvasion iof ithe iAfghanistan iwith irelative iease. iFollowing ithe 

itoppling iof ithe iTaliban, iRumsfeld iwas iclear ithat ithere iwas ito ibe ino isignificant ipresence iof iUS 

iboots ion ithe iground, iand ihis idirective iwas ireinforced iby ithe iinitial isuccesses iof iOperation 

iEnduring iFreedom.
77

 

There iwas ia ibelief ithat ithe iUS ihad isecured ia igreat ivictory iwith iminimal icommitment 

iof icasualties iand ifinancial iinvestment iand ihad iushered iin ia inew iera iof imilitary iinterventions 

icentred ion ithis ilight ifootprint iapproach. iHowever, ithis inew itrend iwas imet iwith isignificant 

icriticisms. iSome iobservers ibecame ihighly icritical iof ithe iBush iadministration‟s ihandling iof 

iAfghanistan iin ithe iperiod iof i2002 ito i2008 iand iargued iBush iand iRumsfeld ishould ihave iutilized 

ia iheavy ifootprint iof iconventional iforces ito isecure ithe icountry.
78

 

2.3 iThe irise iof iInsurgency iin iAfghanistan. i 

During ithe iperiod iof i2002 ito i2008, ithe isecurity isituation iacross iAfghanistan ibegan ito 

idecline ias ian iinsurgency iformed iand ispread iacross ithe icountry.
79

 iGeographically, imost 

iinsurgent iactivity iwas icentred iin ithe isouthern iand ieastern iethnic iPashtun iregions iof ithe 

icountry, iand ithe inorthern iregions iof iPakistan iwere iused ifrequently iby iinsurgents ias isafe 
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ihavens. iThe iTaliban iwere ifollowing ian iindirect istrategy ias ithey iwere iattempting ito iexhaust 

ithe iAfghan igovernment iand ito isurvive iand ioutlast ithe iUS iand iallied iintervention. iThey iwere 

inot iattempting ito idefeat ithe inew iAfghan igovernment ior ithe iUS iforces iin ia idecisive ibattle 

isince ithey iquickly irealized ithey ilacked ithe icapabilities ito ido iso.
80

 iThe iinsurgency iin 

iAfghanistan iwas iand iis inot ia icohesive iunified iforce. iRather, iit iis ia iseries iof inetworks. iIt 

iprimarily iconsisted iof ithe iTaliban, ial-Qaida, iHaqqani inetwork, ithe iHezb-i-Islami, ivarious 

iforeign ifighters, ilocal iwarlord imilitias, iand icriminal igangs.
81

 

The iTaliban iis inot ia isingular iorganization ibut irather ia imovement iof iseveral iloosely 

ialigned inetworks ithat ihave ia ivested iinterest iin iseeing ithe icentral iAfghan igovernment ifall. iThe 

iTaliban iand iHaqqani inetwork iare ithe imost iprominent igroups. iThere iare isenior ileaders iacross 

ithe iinsurgency, ibut ithere iis ia ilack iof icentralized idirect icontrol. iSenior ileaders iprovide 

iguidance irather ithan idirect iorders ito ilocal ifighters. iNot iall iinsurgents iare idriven iby iideological 

ifervour, iincluding iTaliban ifighters, ias imany iare ifocused ion imore ilocalized iinterests. iOften 

iinsurgents iare idriven iinto ifighting idue ito iphysical ithreats, ihumiliation, idrug iaddiction, iand 

iopportunistic ifinancial ibenefit. iIn ithis iperiod iof i2002 ito i2008, ithe iwar iobjective iexpanded 

ifrom ifocusing ion ithe isystematic idestruction iof ial-Qaida itoward ination ibuilding.
82

 i 

The iUnited iStates iand iits iallies iattempted ito idevelop ithe ipolitical iinfrastructure iof ithe 

iAfghan istate iat ithe ifederal iand ilocal ilevel. iEvery ilevel iof igovernance iin iAfghanistan ihad ito ibe 

iestablished ifrom ithe iground iup, iand ithis iwas ipaired iwith ia imajor isocial iengineering iproject ito 

iimplement ihuman irights iin ia iregion ilacking iany itradition iof iliberalism ior iexperience iwith 

imodern igovernance.
83

 iThe imilitary ifound iitself ihaving ito iperform ia ibroad ivariety iof itasks, 

ifrom ihelping ito iestablish ia igovernmental ibureaucratic isystem ito iinstructing ilocals ion inew 
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ifarming itechniques. iFurther, ithe imilitary ihad ito iestablish inew isecurity iforces ifor ithe iAfghan 

istate, iwhich iwas igoing ito ibe ia itremendous itask. i 

What iemerged iis ia isituation iwhere ithe ination-building iand icounterterrorism 

iobjectives iwere iclashing iand ileading ito iincoherent istrategies. iThe icounterterrorism igoal 

irequired ihigh itempo ikinetic ioperations ithat icentred ion icapturing iand ikilling iterrorists, iyet ithis 

istrategy iundermined ithe iholistic igoal iof istate ibuilding iby iignoring ithe iprovision iof isecurity ito 

iAfghan icivilians iand iforced ithe iUS ito ipartner iwith ilocal iallies ithat iwere iat itimes iless ithan 

ireliable. iAny iattempt iat ination- ibuilding iwas ialso igutted iby ipoor idecision imaking ifrom ithe 

iBush iadministration. iAs inoted, iRumsfeld iheld ilittle iinterest iin ioverseeing ination ibuilding, iand 

iso ithe iUS isought ito ioutsource ithe isecurity iof ithe iAfghan icountryside ias iquickly ias ipossible, ias 

iwell ias isecure iallies ifor icounterterrorism ioperations. iThis iled ito ithe iUS igiving ipreferential 

isupport iand iconsiderable ifinancial iaid ito icertain iNorthern iAlliance iwarlords.
84

 

Once ithe iTaliban ihad ibeen idefeated, ithese iwarlords iwould ifight ione ianother ifor 

icontrol iover iillicit iindustries ilike inarcotics iand itoll iroads, iand ithey ibecame ihated iby ithe 

iaverage iAfghan icivilian. iThis igreatly iundermined ithe iUS iattempt iat ibuilding iinfrastructure 

iand iinstitutions iin iAfghanistan. iAlso, ithis ipattern iof iinstability isuggested ithat ithe icountry iwas 

inot iready ifor ithe iconsiderable ichange inecessary ito iturn iinto ia imodern istate.
85

 

The i“light ifootprint‟s irelevance” iin i2002–2008 ifaced imajor iconstraints ibrought ion 

iby ithe iBush iadministration‟s idecision ito iinvade iIraq, iwhich istripped iAfghanistan iof imuch iof 

iits ispecial ioperations iforces ipersonnel iand iintelligence iassets. iDuring ithe ilead iup ito ithe iIraq 

iwar imany ispecial ioperations iforces ipersonnel idisengaged ifrom iAfghanistan ito iprepare ifor ithe 

inext iwar, iand isome iofficers ihad ispeculated ithat ipost–Tora iBora ial-Qaida ihad igone icold iso 

ithere iwas ilittle ineed ifor itheir icontinued ipresence. i 
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The ishifting iof iUS imilitary‟s iattention iand iresources itowards iIraq iseverely ihindered 

ithe i“light ifootprint‟s” iability ito ihave ioperational isuccess iin iAfghanistan. iThe i“light ifootprint”, 

iwhich ihad imanaged ito isecure iseveral ikey ivictories iduring ithe iinitial iinvasion iof iAfghanistan, 

iwas iconstrained ihighly iin ithe i2002–2008 iperiod, imuch ito ithe idetriment iof ithe iUS iwar ieffort.
86

 

i 

2.5 iThe iNew iStrategy ifor iAfghanistan 

 iIn i2009, ithere iwas ia igeneral iperception iamong iobservers ithat iAfghanistan iwas 

iheading itoward idisorder iand ithat ithe iUS ilacked ia iproper istrategy.
87

 iDuring ithe i2008 

ipresidential icampaign, iBarack iObama ihad imade iAfghanistan ia icentral ipart iof ihis inational 

idefence iplatform. iThis iwould iset ithe istage ifor idebate iover iwar iobjectives iand istrategy iwithin 

ithe inew iadministration. iSome, ilike iVice iPresident iJoe iBiden, iwanted ito iutilize ithe ilight 

ifootprint ion ia istrictly icounterterrorism imission, iwhile ithe isenior imilitary ileadership, iincluding 

iMcChrystal, iwho iwas inow ithe icommander iof ithe iAfghan imission, iwanted ito ishift ifocus 

itoward ia imanpower-intensive iheavy ifootprint iand iembrace itraditional iPopulation-Centric 

iCounterinsurgency i(COIN).
88

 

President iObama iopted ito iside iwith ithe iheavy ifootprint ioption iand iannounced ihis 

isupport ifor iMcChrystal‟s iplan iin iDecember i2009, ideploying ian iadditional i30,000 itroops ias 

ipart iof ia itroop isurge ito ithe icountry. iThe itroop isurge idid inot ilead ito ia iclear ivictory, iand ia iUS 

itroop idrawdown iwas iinitiated iin iJuly i2011; iit iwas ilater ifollowed iby ithe iend iof ithe iNATO 

icombat imission iin iDecember i2014. iSenior imilitary icommanders iwould iacknowledge ithat 

iviolence ilevels ihad inot ioverall idecreased iduring ithe isurge iperiod. iThe iheavy ifootprint ihad 

ifailed ito iachieve iits iaims. iThe isituation iinside iAfghanistan iremained icompletely iunsuitable 

ifor ithe ination-building iobjective ias icorruption iremained irampant iand ithe iinsurgency iwas iable 

                                                           
86

 iLivingston iSamson. i“Clarifying ithe iCNN iEffect: iAn iExamination iof iMedia iEffects iAccording ito iType iof iIntervention.” 

iThe iJoan iShorenstein iCenter, iPress-Politics: iResearch iPaper i(2015) iR-18. 
87

 iJehl iDarious. i“Conflict iin ithe iBalkans; iClinton iOutlines iU.S. iInterest iin iBosnia iAir iStrikes.” i(The iNew iYork iTimes, 

i2014) 
88

 iHuth iPaul. i"Great iPower iInterventions iin iInternational iCrises i1918-1988" iJournal iof iConflict iResolution, ivol.42, i(2011) 

ipp. i6. 



31 

 

ito isustain iitself ivia iits isafe ihaven iin iPakistan. iAfghanistan iremains ibeset iwith iinstability 

iacross ithe icountry, iand ithe iUS imilitary ipresence ionce iagain iresembles ithe ilight ifootprint iby 

irelying ion iairpower iand ispecial ioperational iforces ito itarget iterrorists iand ithe iinsurgency iwhile 

iother imilitary iadvisors ifocus ion itraining ithe iAfghan isecurity iforces.
89

 

Starting iin i2015, ithe iObama iadministration iplaced inew iconstraints ion ithe i“light 

ifootprint‟s” irelevancy. iIt iimplemented inew irestrictions ion ithe iUS imilitary‟s irules iof 

iengagement, iand iso iairpower iwas ino ilonger ibeing iused ias ian ioffensive itool iagainst ithe 

iinsurgency irather iit iwas iconstrained ifor iuse ionly ito itarget isome ial-Qaida imembers, irespond ito 

iclose iair isupport irequests ifrom iAfghan icommanders, iand iprotect iremaining iNATO iforces. 

iThis idecision inegatively iimpacted ithe ioperational iutility iof ithe ilight ifootprint, iwhich irequires 

ithe ifreedom ifor irapid ioffensive ioperations.
90

 i 

The irestrictive irules iof iengagement iallowed ithe iTaliban ito ihave ibreathing ispace ito 

ibetter iuse istaging iareas ifor itheir iown ioffensive iactions. iUS icommanders ion ithe iground ifelt 

ithat iairpower iwould ineed ito ibe iused imore ito iundercut iTaliban iadvances. iAfghan isecurity 

iforces icommanders ialso ipreferred ia imore iaggressive iUS ipresence, iincluding ia iloosening iof 

ithe irestrictive irules iof iengagement ito ihelp icounter iany ifurther igains iby ithe iinsurgency. iThe 

ioverall istrategic isituation isince i2015 iis ibest idescribed ias ia istalemate ibetween ithe iUnited 

iStates iand ithe iinsurgency. iThe iTaliban ihave iachieved isome ibattlefield isuccess iyet ihave ibeen 

iunable ito itranslate ithat iinto imajor istrategic igains, isuch ias itoppling iof ithe inew iAfghan 

igovernment. iAfghanistan iremains ilocked iin ia iprotracted istruggle iwith ino iclear iend iin isight ifor 

ieither iside iof ithe iwar.
91

 

 i i i i i i i i i i iIn isum, ithe iUnited iStates iremains istuck iin istrategic ilimbo iin iAfghanistan. iNo imatter 

ihow imany iallied iforces iwere ideployed ito iAfghanistan, ithere iis ino ivictory ito ibe ihad ion ithe 
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ibattlefield. iBut iAfghanistan iis iwhere ithe i9/11 iattacks iwere iplanned. iThis iis ia ifact ithat 

iimprisons iUS ipresidents iand ipolicymakers. 

While ithe iUS iand iits iallies icontinue ito isend iyoung imen iand iwomen ito ifight iand idie, 

icertain ifacts iremain iconstant: iThe iTaliban iis inot igoing ianywhere. iTerrorists iare inot igoing 

ianywhere i17 iyears ilater; ithe iIslamic iState ihas ijoined ial-Qaida ias ia ithreat. iThe iAfghan istate 

iwill inot iachieve ia ilevel iof istability ithat iwill iput iAmerican ipolicymakers iat iease iin ithe 

iforeseeable ifuture. iPakistan iwill inot ichange iits itwo-sided ipolicy iof iworking iwith ithe iUS iin 

iAfghanistan iwith ione ihand iwhile iquietly ienabling ithe iTaliban iwith ithe iother. i 

 

2.6 iThe iAfghanistan iChallenge i 

There iare imany ichallenges iconfronting ithe iU.S. iand icoalition iforces iin itheir iattempt ito 

iconduct iintervention ioperations iin iAfghanistan. iA ibrief ianalysis iof ithe ipolitical, ieconomic, 

isocial/cultural, iand isecurity/military irelated ichallenges iconfronted iU.S. iand icoalition 

ioperations. iThese ichallenges iare icomplex, iinterconnected, iand iare ivitally iimportant 

icomponents ithat ithe ioperations iin iAfghanistan ishould iseek ito iaddress isome iof ithe ilessons 

iKenya ilearn ifrom itheir iinterventions. 

 iOne iof ithe imost ipressing iissues iin irecent iworld ievents iis ithe ichallenging iU.S. 

irelationship iwith iAfghan iPresident iHamid iKarzai iand ithe iAfghan igovernment. iResearch 

imaintains ithat ia icentral iimpediment ito iany iU.S. ior iinternational ieffort iin iAfghanistan iis ithe 

istructure iof ithe iAfghan igovernment
92

. iThe iAfghan igovernment iis istructured ito ihave ia istrong 

iexecutive ipresidency iand ia ivery iweak ilegislative ibranch. iIn iorder ifor ithe iU.S. ito iconduct 

ilegitimate iintervention ioperations, iit iis iimportant ito inot ito igive ithe iappearance iof iundermining 

ia idemocratically ielected ihead iof istate. 
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However, ipropping iup ithe iKarzi iadministration, iwhich imany iAfghans iand iforeign 

iU.S. iallies iconsider icorrupt, iundermines iand ichallenges ithe itypes iof iinitiatives ithe iU.S. iis 

iattempting ito iconduct iin iAfghanistan. iFinding ia ipolitical ibalance ibetween ithese ichallenges iis 

ivital iin iorder ifor iU.S. iobjectives ito ibe iachieved. iThis isimilarly iapplies ifor ithe iKenyan 

igovernment iwhich iis icorrupt, iundermines ithe ichallenges ithe itypes iof iinitiatives inecessary ifor 

iSomalia. i iAlthough iKDF iforces iare iscattered ithroughout iSomalia, itheir itroop iand 

idevelopmental iforces iare ilimited ito ithe itasks iand ichallenges iassigned ito ithem. iThis icurrent 

iprocess iis ieffectively ileaving ithe iregional iprovinces ito ithe ihands iof ilocal iwar ilords iand itribal 

ireligious ileaders. iRecent iresearch ion iU.S. ioperations iin iAfghanistan ihave iadvocated ithat ithe 

icurrent ipractice iof iallowing ithe iDepartment iof iDefence ito ilead iand ibe iresponsible ifor ikey 

idiplomatic iand idevelopment irelated iactivities iin iAfghanistan ibe icurtailed iand ithat ithe iState 

iDepartment iresume iauthority iand iprovide idirection ifor iAfghanistan ination-state ibuilding 

ioperations. iKenya ialso ineeds ito ire-evaluate iand ire-design ithe iroles iof isenior iexecutive iofficers 

iwithin ithe iDepartment iof iDefence iand iForeign iService iOfficers. 

When ianalysing ithe iU.S. ioperations iand ithe icurrent istate iof iprogress iin iAfghanistan, 

iit iis iapparent ithat ithe iU.S. iand iits iallies ihave ifailed ito ireally itackle iAfghanistan‟s ihistorical 

ieconomic iand ifunding ichallenges. iThroughout ithe iacademic iliterature, iarguments ihave ibeen 

imade ithat ione iof ithe imost ichallenging iaspects iin iAfghanistan iis ithe iability iand icapacity ito 

iimprove iAfghanistan‟s ieconomic isituation, iincluding iits iillegal ieconomy, igovernmental 

iinstitutions, iand iforeign iaid iexpectations.
93

Kenya ihas ialso ifailed iin iits ieconomic istability iand 

ihas ifailed ito iimprove isince i2015. i 

Another ivital iissue iconfronting iAfghanistan iis ithat iit icurrently irelies itoo iheavily ion 

iinternational iaid ito ihelp imaintain ithe istates isecurity iand ihuman iservices ias iwell ias iKenya. 
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iAccording ito ithe iWorld iBank
94

, iother iimportant ieconomic ichallenges iconfronting 

iAfghanistan iinclude ithe iweak irule iof ilaw, ithe idrug itrade, ipolitical iinsecurity, iand iderailed 

ireconstruction iefforts iin iwhich isimilar icase iapplies ito iKenya. i 

Since ithe iU.S. imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan ifew iforeign iaid iand iNGO 

iprograms ihave iworked ito iimprove ithe isocial iand icultural irelated ichallenges iwhich iare 

iaffecting ithe iunity iand icohesion iamong imany iAfghans iin ithe ination-state ibuilding ioperation 

iprocess.
95

 iResearch iindicates ithat isocial iand icultural irelated iservices, iparticularly ito iwar itorn 

inations ilike iAfghanistan, iare iprovided ito imanage ior ireduce ithe ilevel iof ipsychological iand 

iphysical itrauma ithey imay ihave iexperienced. iBasic isocial iand icultural iservices, itypically 

ifound iin iKenya iand ieven isome ideveloping icountries, iare ilacking. i iServices ilacking iin iKenya 

iinclude:- ihospitals, ipublic ischools ifor iall, iclothing istores, ipublic iservice itraining ifacilities, 

iyouth iactivity ifacilities, iand isports iand irecreational ifacilities. iThere iare ia ivariety iof ireasons 

iwhy imany iof ithese iservices iare inot iprovided, iincluding isecurity iconcerns, ibut iit iis iimportant 

ito iunderstand ihow ithe ilack iof ipolitical, ieconomic, iand isecurity irelated iprogress iin ithe istate 

iimpact ithe istate‟s isocial iissues iand ivice iversa. i 

Providing isecurity iand imilitary isupport ito ithe iAfghan ipeople ihas ibeen ione iof ithe 

imost ichallenging iU.S. ioperations isince ithe iinitial iU.S. imilitary iintervention iin i2001. iThe iU.S. 

iwas iill-prepared ito igo iinto iIraq iand iAfghanistan ifor ia inumber iof ireasons. iRegardless iof ithe 

ireasons, iit ihas iplaced ia igreat iconstrain ito ithe ieffectiveness ion ithe imission iin iwhich ithe 

imilitary iwas igiven.
96

 iDue ito ithe imilitary ihaving ipoor ilanguage icapabilities iand iknowledge iof 

ithe icultures iof iAfghanistan iand iIraq, ithe iU.S. icounterinsurgency iand ioperations iwere inot 

ieffective iin icommunicating iand iforming irelationships iwith ithe inative iindigenous ipeoples 
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ithroughout ithe icourse iof ithe iintervention. iThis isimilarly iapplies ito ithe iKDF iforces iin iSomalia, 

ithey ihave inot ibeen ieffective iin icommunicating iand iforming irelationships iwith ithe inative 

iindigenous ipeoples ithroughout ithe icourse iof ithe iintervention 

The ilong-term isecurity isustainability iin iAfghanistan irelies iheavily iin ithe icountries ipolice iand 

iarmed iforces.
97

 iWithout ian ieffective iAfghan isecurity ipresence iestablished iit iwill ibe ihard ifor 

iU.S. iand iallied itroops ito ileave ithe ination idue ito iconcerns iover ithe iTaliban iand iregional 

istability. 

 

2.7 iPros iand iCons iin iMilitary iIntervention 

Throughout ithe ihuman ihistory, imany ievents iconstituted igenocidal iacts ithat iare ipurely 

icriminal ior iinhuman, iyet ithey ishould inot ibe iconsidered ias iclear-cut imatters. iIn inearly ievery 

icase, iwhere iaccusations iof igenocide ihave icirculated, ipartisans iof ivarious iparties itend ito 

idispute isuch iinterpretation iand icover-up ithe idetails iof isuch ievents, ioften ito ithe ipoint iof 

ipromoting iwildly idifferent iversions iof ithe ifacts ito iconfuse ithe ipublic. i iIn isuch ievents, ieven 

iwithin iboth idefenders iand iinitiators, idifferent iinterpretations iwould iarise. i iIn ithat icase, ito isee 

ipros iand icons iof iuse iof imilitary iintervention iin iaddressing ilarge-scale ihuman irights iabuses, 

iwe imust iconsider iwhich iparty iis itelling ithe istory. 

In ithe ilast ithirty ior iforty iyears, ithanks ito iglobalization, ilocal ihumanitarian icrises, icivil 

iwars, inatural idisasters, ioppressive iregimes iand ithe ilike ihave ibecome iglobal iproblems iwith 

iorganizations ilike ithe iUN ior iNATO ipitching iin ito ihelp. iThe i“intervention” ioften iinvolves ithe 

ideployment iof itroops ior iat ileast iair iraids ilike iin ithe icases iof iAfghanistan. i i 

On ithe ipro iside, iimmediate imilitary iintervention iin ipreventing igenocide ibecomes 

inecessary ifrom ithe idefender‟s ipoint iof iview. iYet, iwhen iwe iturn ithe itable ito isee iit ias ian 

iinitiator, imilitary iintervention icould iset iconcrete iexamples ito ithe idefending iforce iin imatters 
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iincluding iethnic, irace, ireligion, ior inational iissues. i iThe iAfghanistan igovernment‟s imilitary 

iaction itowards iits icitizens ihad ipermanently icrippled ithe idemocracy ithat ithe inew igeneration iof 

iAfghanistan ilonged ifor. i iAfghanistan iwould iargue ithat ithe iactivists iare iabusing ithe isystem, 

iwhile ithe igovernment iabusing ithe ihuman irights iof ithe istudents iand ithe ipeople. iTo ithe 

iAfghanistan igovernment, imilitary iintervention imight ihave ibeen ia itimely iand, ior ieven icost-

effective isolution, iwhich iin ithis icase iit iwas iexecuted iquickly, irather ithan ilengthy iperiods ias 

iwith idiplomatic isolutions. 

In ia iglobal ilevel, ia ipro iin imilitary iintervention iallows ithe iinitiator ito ishowcase iits 

imilitary ipower. iIn ithe icase iof iAfghanistan ipoint iof iview, iit imight ihave ibeen ia iwarning, iit 

imight ihave ibeen ian iinitiation ifor iwar, ior iit imight ihave ibeen ia isimple ishow-off ifor iits imilitary 

idevelopment. iAnd iany ione iof ithe ipossibilities ito iAfghanistan, iit iwould ibe ian iact ithat ibenefits 

iits iown iself iunless iit iwas ijust ian iact iof irage. i iThen iit iwill ilink ius iinto iseeing ithe icon iside iof 

imilitary iintervention. 

On ithe icon iside, iif iand iwhen ia ination imakes ithe idecision ito iintervene iin iother 

isovereign ination‟s iaffairs, ithey ibecome iresponsible ifor iwhat ihappens. iIt icould ibe ithe icase 

iwith iAfghanistan, iand iit icould ialso ibe ithe iUS iinvades iSyria ieven iwhen ithere iis ia ilegitimate 

ireason ifor idoing iso. i iWhat iled ithe iUS iarmy iinto iAfghanistan iis ibecause ithe ihuman irights iwere 

ibeing iabused ithere. i iAfter ithat, imany iquestions ilike iwhat idirection iof ithe igovernment iwill igo 

iand iwho itakes ithe ileadership iin iAfghanistan iare ito ibe ianswered iunder ithe iaegis iof iUS. i 

 i Another icon iis icost. iOne ican iobviously iargue ithat ipreventing igenocide ishould ihappen 

iregardless iof ithe icost, ibut ithere iare ihuman irights iabuses iall iover ithe iworld. iWho iis ipaying ifor 

iall iof ithe imilitary iintervention iand ihow imuch irebuilding iis irequired? iIf ithe icost iof ithe 

iintervention ibecomes itoo igreat, ithen ishould iit irun iat ithe irisk iof ifinancial iand imoral ifatigue? 

iGiven ithe icurrent iAfghanistan istate iof iaffairs ias ian iexample, iyou iwould inot iexpect ithem ito 

icontribute imilitary iforce ito iend ihuman irights iabuses. iSo ieven ithough icost ishould inot iout-
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weigh ithe ihuman irights, ione imust iacknowledge icost ias ian iimportant ifactor iin ideciding ifor 

imilitary iinterventions isince ithey iare iexpensive. 

Lastly, iwhen imilitary iintervention ibecomes ian iexpected iaction ior ireaction ito iabuses, iit 

icreates ia isubtle iagreement ithat ione iparty icould ipush ijust ienough iin iabusing ihuman irights iyet 

inot ienough ito iraise iwar. i iThis iis irather idangerous ito ievery ination iand iits ipeople. i iThis imight 

ialso ibe ithe ireason iwhy imany inations icontinue iviolating ihuman irights ion itheir ipeople iyet 

ienjoying ithe iungoverned ipower iwithout ithe imilitary iintervention. 

After idiscussing iboth ipros iand icons iof iimposing imilitary iintervention iin ilarge-scale 

ihuman irights iabuses, iand isince ipeople iof iall inations iseldom iholds imilitary ipower, iwhen 

iintervention ioccurs, ithe ipeople ihold ino iposition iin ieither iinitiation ior idefence ibut ito iagonize 

isuch inotion. i iIf ithe ipeople‟s iwelfare iis ithe ifocus iof ithe ibasic ihuman irights, iat ileast ithat‟s ithe 

iway iit ishould ibe, isince ithe ipeople iare iin ino iposition ito inegotiate ibenefits ibut ito isuffer ithe 

iconsequences iany ipolicy imaker idictates. 
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CHAPTER iTHREE 

KENYA’S iENTRY iINTO iSOMALIA 

3.1 iIntroduction 

In ichapter itwo, ithe istudy idiscussed ithe imilitary iintervention ispecifically idelving iinto 

iits ipros iand icons. iFurther, ithe istudy idiscoursed iUS imilitary iintervention iin iAfghanistan iwhich 

ielaborated ithe imilitary iintervention ioperations iand ithe irise iof ia inew istrategy ifor iAfghanistan 

iduring iObama‟s iadministration, ithe ichallenges ithe iUS ifaced iin iAfghanistan iand iso ion. 

iChapter ithree icovers iKenya‟s iintervention iin iSomalia iwhich iwill ielaborate ithe iKenyan igoals 

iin ithe iintervention, iand ithe ichallenges ifaced iduring ithe iinvasion. i 

Since ithe ifailure iof ithe iSomali icentral igovernment, iarmed iUN iforces iand iAfrican 

iUnion ihave iintervened iin iSomalia iin iat ileast ia idozen iconflicts. iAlthough ipeacekeeping itasks 

ioften iplaced ipeace ikeeping itroops iin ithe iline iof ifire, ithe iUN iforce ihad ilargely ibeen ilimited ito 

iself-protection. iThis iwas ithe icase iwith ithe iUN iOperation iin iSomalia i(UNOSOM) iand ithe 

iAfrican iMission iin iSomalia i(AMISOM) itroops. iHowever, ithe idecision iby iKenya iin iOctober 

i2011 ito ideploy ithousands iof itroops iin iSomalia‟s iJuba iValley ito iwage iwar ion iAl-Shabaab iwas 

ia iradical ideparture. iThe iInternational iCrisis iGroup i(ICG) ireport itermed ithis ioperation ithe 

ibiggest isecurity igamble iKenya ihad itaken isince iindependence.
98

 iKenya iwhich ihad ipreviously 

ipreferred idiplomacy iand ia inon-military iapproach ito ithe iSomali icrisis ichanged iits itactics. iThe 

iimplication iof ithis iwas ithat ithe iAl-Shabaab iwho ihad ilittle imotivation ito itarget iKenya inow ihad 

ithe ireason ito ido iso. iInitially iKenya ihad isuffered ifrom ithe iactivities iof isuch ibelligerents ifor 

ihosting i“Westerners”. iBy iintervening iKenya istood ias ia itarget ifor iAl-Shabaab iattacks. iThis 

ichapter ilooks iat ithe icircumstance ithat iled ito ithe imilitary iintervention iin iSomalia, ithe 

ioperation, iand ithe ichallenges iof ithe ioperation ion ithe iKenyan imilitary. 
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Kenya‟s iintervention iwas ilaunched i„to iprotect iits iterritorial iintegrity ifrom iforeign 

iaggression‟
99

 ias iexplained iby ithe icountry‟s ilate iminister ifor iinternal isecurity ia iday ibefore ithe 

ilaunch iof ithe iintervention iin i2011. iThis istatement iimplied ithat ithe iKDF iwould imove iin iand 

iadvance ias ifar iinto iSomalia ias ipossible iin ipursuit iof ial-Shabaab imilitia. iThe imove imarked 

iKenya‟s ilargest imilitary ioperation isince iits iindependence iin i1963. iAt ithe ionset, iaround i2,400 

iKDF ipersonnel iwere ideployed.
100

 iThe iintervention iwas idone iin ihaste iand imore iimportantly, 

ireports iindicate ithat iit iwas ilaunched iin ithe iabsence iof iconsultations iwith ithe ithen ithe iFederal 

iGovernment iof iSomalia.
101

 

There iwere iseveral ireasons ithat imade ithe iKenya iDefense iForces ito iintervene iin 

iSomalia. iThese iincluded: ithe iterror ithreats, ikidnappings iof iforeign inationals iin iKenya, ithe 

iSomalia irefugee iproblem iand ithe iJubaland iproject iof ithe iInter-Governmental iAuthority ion 

iDevelopment i(IGAD). iThe ioperation ialso iarose iafter iAMISOM ipeacekeeping ihad ialready 

iproven iinadequate iin irestoring iorder iand ialleviating ihuman isuffering iin iSomalia iand iin 

iRefugee icamps iin iKenya. iSome iof ithe ireasons ifor ithe iintervention iare idiscussed ihereunder: 

 

3.1.1 iThe iThreat iof iTerrorism 

The ifailure iof icentral igovernment iin iSomalia iin i1991 icaused iseveral imilitias ito 

ithrive. iSince i1991, ia inumber iof ithese iextremist igroups ifreely ioperated ifrom iSomalia iand 

ifacilitated iterrorist iattacks iin ithe iregion.
102

 i 

The ifirst iwas ial-Ittihaad ial-Islami i(AIAI), ia iSomali iIslamist iand inationalist ipolitical 

igrouping ilinked ito iAl-Qaeda. iAIAI ihad iaimed ito iestablish ian iIslamic istate iin iSomalia. iIts 

istrategy irelied iupon iuse iof iintimidation iand iviolence ito iundermine ithe iSomali igovernment. iIt 
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ialso ikilled igovernment iactivists iwho ihad ibeen iworking ito ibring ipeace iin iSomalia. iThe igroup 

iclaimed iresponsibility ifor iseveral ihigh-profile ibombings iand ishootings iin iMogadishu 

itargeting iEthiopian itroops iand iSomali igovernment iofficials.
103

 

Its imembers isecretly itravelled ito iKenya, iSomalia iand ielsewhere iin ithe iregion. iIn 

iKenya ithey ibuilt iconsiderable iinfrastructure ifor irecruitment, ifundraising iand icommunication 

icentered ion ithe iSomali ipopulations iin iNairobi, iMombasa iand iNorth iEastern iProvince.
104

 iIn 

ithe imid-1990s, iit iclaimed iresponsibility ifor iseveral iterrorist iattacks iin iEthiopia. iHowever 

isome ileaders iremained iactive iand iplayed ia isupporting irole iin ithe i1998 ibombing iof ithe iU.S. 

iNairobi iembassy.
105

 i 

The iKenyan igovernment iinsisted ithat ithe iAugust i7, i1998 iattack iin ithe iU.S iNairobi 

iembassy ias iwell ias ione icarried iout ithe isame iday iagainst ithe iU.S. iDar ies iSalaam iembassy, 

iwhich itogether ikilled i225 iand iwounded iover i4,000, iwere icarried iout iby imembers iof ial-Qaeda 

icell iin iEast iAfrica iwho iwere ialso ibased iin iSomalia.
106

 iAlthough iincreased iinternational 

iinvolvement iled ito ithe icapture ior ikilling iof ia inumber iof ithe igroup‟s ileaders, iAl-Qaeda 

ioperatives iremained ia iserious ithreat ito iKenya. iOn i28 iNovember i2002, iit iattacked ithe iParadise 

iHotel, ia ibeachfront ilodge iin iKikambala, iKenya. iThe iattack ikilled ififteen ipeople iand iinjured 

iabout ieighty ipeople. iAl-Qaeda ioperatives iin iEast iAfrica ialso itried ito ibring idown ian iArkia 

iairline iflight i582 ia iBoeing i757-300 iaircraft ideparting iMombasa‟s iMoi iInternational iAirport 

ifor iTel iAviv. iThe iaircraft icarrying itwo ihundred iand isixty-three ipassengers iand i10 icrew 

imembers iwas inarrowly imissed iby itwo iair-to isurface imissiles.
107

 i 
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3.1.2 iThe iFamine iof i2010 iand iHumanitarian iAid iin iSomalia 

In i2010, iUN ideclared ithat ithere iwas ia ifamine iin iLower iShabelle iand iBakool iregions 

iand inear-famine iconditions ithroughout isouthern iSomalia.
108

 iThis ideclaration icalled iattention 

ito ithe ihumanitarian iplight iin iSomalia iand iraised iquestions iabout ithe iwisdom iof itrying ito isend 

ihumanitarian iaid ito ian iarea idominated iby ian ial-Qaeda-affiliated imilitant igroup. iAl i-Shabaab, 

iwhich ihad iAl-Qaeda ities iand icontrolled imost iof ithe isouthern iand icentral iregions iof ithe 

icountry, ihad ifrom i2007 ibanned iinternational iaid iagencies ifrom ioperating iwithin iterritories 

iunder iits icontrol. i 

On iJuly i2009 iAl-Shabaab iestablished ian iOffice ifor ithe iSupervision iof ithe iAffairs iof 

iForeign iAgencies i(OSAFA). iThis ibody imonitored ithe imovements iof iall inon-governmental 

iorganizations i(NGOs) iand iinternational iorganizations ithat ioperated iwithin iSomalia.
109

 iAt ithe 

isame itime, iAl- iShabaab iordered iand iclosed ioffices iof ithe iUnited iNations iDevelopment 

iProgram i(UNDP), ithe iUnited iNations iDepartment iof iSecurity iand iSafety i(UNDSS), iand ithe 

iUnited iNations iPolitical iOffice ifor iSomalia i(UNPOS) ifor iengaging iin iactivities i“hostile” ito 

iIslam.
110

 iImmediately ifollowing ithe iissuance iof ithe iban ion ithe iUN iagencies iin iSomalia, iAl-

Shabaab imilitants iraided iUN ioffices iin iBaidoa iand iin iWajid. iThe iUN iwas iforced ito isuspend 

iits ioperations iin ithese icities. iStrict irestrictions ion iaid iactivities iand ifood idistributions iseverely 

iimpacted ion ihumanitarian iassistance ioperations iin iareas iunder iAl-Shabaab icontrol. 

Al- iShabaab‟s iattacks ion iaid iworkers iand iagencies‟ ioffices imade imost iof isouthern 

iand icentral iSomalia ione iof ithe imost ihostile ienvironments ifor ihumanitarian iactivities. iAl 

iShabaab ihad iused ithe ipresence iof iaid iagencies ito iits iadvantage. iIn isome iinstances, ithe igroup 

ibenefited ifinancially ithrough ifees iextracted ifor isecurity iassurances ior ifrom iransom ipayments 

ifrom ithe ikidnapping iof iaid iworkers. iIn iother iinstances, ithe ifamilies iof iAl-Shabaab imilitants 
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ihad iregistered ias irefugees iin icamps ifor iinternally idisplaced ipersons i(IDPs), iwhere ithey 

ireceived ifood irations. iAccess ito ithe icamps iwas icontrolled iby iAl-Shabaab imilitants.
111

 

The isevere iconditions iin isouthern iSomalia idrove ifamilies ito iseek iassistance iin iareas 

ioutside iof iAl-Shabaab‟s icontrol. iReports iindicated ithat iAl-Shabaab ihad iprevented isome iof 

ithese ifamilies ifrom ileaving iits iterritories iin iKismayo.
112

 iAccess ito ifood iand iwater, ihowever, 

iremained ilimited iand ion iaverage i3,500 iSomalis ia iday ientered iKenya iseeking ihelp.
113

 

 

3.1.3 iThe iRefugee iProblem 

This irefugee iburden iexacted ian ienormous itoll ion ilocals iand ithe igovernment. iThe 

iKenyan igovernment iwas ideeply ialarmed iat ithe iever- iincreasing irefugee ipopulation iin ithe 

iDadaab irefugee icamp. iSome iof ithem isneaked iinto iurban icenters. iThe igovernment iand ithe 

ipeople iof iKenya iwere iuneasy iabout ithe iincreasing inumbers iof iSomali ipopulation iand imore iso 

iover ithe iincreased ieconomic iclout iof iSomalis iin iEastleigh iestate iin iNairobi. iThere iwas 

igrowing ianti-Somali isentiments iin ithe imajor iurban icenters ias ioften iproclaimed iby ithe iKenyan 

iSomali ileaders. iThe idocumentation iof irefugees ialso ibecame ia ibig iproblem ilargely ibecause iof 

ithe ipresence iof iKenyan iSomali ipopulation. iA ilarge ibut iunknown iof inon- iKenyan iSomali 

iobtained iKenyan iidentity icards iand ipassports iillegally. iThis iwas ilargely idue ito icorruption, ibut 

ialso ibecause iit iwas ioften idifficult ito idistinguish ibetween iKenyan iSomalis iand iSomali 

iSomalis.
114

 

Kenya iwas ia isignatory ito ithe iUN irefugee iconvention, iwhich ibars iforced ireturn iof 

irefugees iand iwas iforced iinstead ito iestablish ia i“safe izone” iin iwhich ithe iSomali irefugees icould 

ifunction.
115
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3.1.4 iKidnappings iof iForeign iNationals 

Although ia imilitary iintervention iwas iin ithe iprocess, ithe itimeline ifor iKDF 

iintervention iwas iaccelerated iby ia istring iof icross-border ikidnapping iand iattacks ithat itargeted 

iWestern itourists ion ithe iKenyan icoast iand iaid iworkers ifrom ithe irefugee icamp iin iDadaab. 

iTourism iwhich iis ia ikey iindustry iin ithe iKenyan iCoast iwas ithreatened. iSeveral iEuropeans 

icitizens iwere ikidnapped iin ithe iLamu iarea iin iSeptember iand iOctober i2011. iThese iincidents ihit 

ihard ithe itourism iindustry. iAbove iall iKenyan icapital iNairobi ihosts ia ilarge iUN ipresence. iThe 

ilast istraw ireached iwhen itwo iSpanish iaid iworkers iwith iMédecins iSans iFrontières i(MSF) iwere 

ikidnapped iin ia iDadaab irefugee icamp, ion i13 iOctober i2011. iOne iday ilater, iKenyan itroops 

icrossed iinto iSomalia.
116

 

 

3.2 iKenya’s iGoals iin iIntervening iin iSomalia 

There iare isome iindications ithat iKenya‟s iassertion, ithat ifrequent ikidnappings iand 

ikillings iby ial-Shabaab iwere ithe imain ireason ifor iits iintervention iin iSomalia, imight ihave 

iprovided ia iconvenient iexcuse ito iexplore ideeper inational iinterests. iKenya‟s iprofessed ireasons 

iaside, ithere iare iother ikey iissues ithat iarise ifrom ian ianalysis iof iKenya‟s ipotential igains ifrom 

ilaunching ithe iintervention.
117

 

Oil iis iemerging ias ia ikey iresource iof iinterest iin iEast iAfrica. iKenya iis ione iof ia inumber 

iof icountries iin ithe iregion ithat ihave idiscovered ioil ideposits iin iits iterritory. iOil iexplorations iare 

ion-going ialong ithe icountry‟s icoast. iReportedly, isome iof ithe iareas iwhere iexploration iis 

icontinuing ilie iin iSomalia‟s iwaters, iimplying ithat ithe iadvance iinto iSomalia ihave ibeen iaimed iat 

isecuring ithese isites ito iensure iKenya‟s ismooth iand iuninterrupted iexploration.
118
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The iintervention icould ialso ibe ilinked ito ithe i2013 ielection iin iKenya. iThe imove icould 

ihave ibeen iaimed iat irallying iup isupport ifor ithe igovernment iand ipoliticians iwho ihad ishown 

itheir iability ito idefend ithe icountry iand iits icitizens.
119

 iMoreover, iat iregional ilevel, iKenya imight 

ihave iwanted ito idemonstrate iits imilitary icapability iand iability ito ieffectively iaddress ia imajor 

iregional isecurity ithreat. iThe iAU iMission iin iSomalia i(AMISOM) iis idominated iby iUganda 

iwhich icontributes ithe ihighest inumber iof itroops ito ithe imission. iEthiopia ihas iinfluence iin 

iGalgaduud, iHiraan, iBakool iand iGedo iareas inext ito iits iborder iwith iSomalia. iBy imounting ian 

iinvasion, iKenya imight ihave isought ito igain iinfluence iin iLower iand iMiddle iJuba ias iwell ias 

iparts iof ithe iGedo iregions iof iSomalia.
120

 i 

The ilack iof istability iin iSomalia ihas imade iit ia isafe ihaven ifor iterrorist igroups ito 

ioperate itheir inetworks iboth iregionally iand iinternationally iAl-Shabaab iare iblamed iby ithe 

iEthiopian, ithe iFederal iGovernment iof iSomalia iand iAMISOM iforces ifor ithe ideterioration iof 

isecurity, ithe ispillover iof iconflict ito ineighboring icountries, iincluding iKenya, iand ithe igrave 

ihumanitarian isituation iwhich ipersists iin ilarge iparts iof iSomalia. iKenya, ihowever, ihad iemerged 

ias ia itarget ifor iterrorist iattacks iwell ibefore ithe iemergence iof ial-Shabaab.
121

 

The i7 iAugust i1998 ibombing iof ithe iAmerican iEmbassy iin iKenya, iwhich ikilled i213 

ipeople iand ileft i4,000 iothers iwounded,
122

 iplayed ia imajor irole iin iraising ithe igovernment‟s iand 

icitizens‟ iawareness ion ithe iissue iof iterrorism ias ia iclear ithreat ito ithe icountry. iSince ithen, iKenya 

ihas ibeen imaking irenewed istrides ito icurtail iterrorism iand iits inetworks iin ithe icountry, iincluding 

ithe irecent iamendment iof ithe iPrevention iof iTerrorism iBill i2018. iIt iis iagainst ithis ibackdrop ithat 

iKenya iwas iconvinced ithat ithe ispread iof ial-Shabaab imilitias iinto iKenya inecessitated ia istrong 
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iresponse, idue ito ifears iof irepeat imajor iterrorist iattacks ilike ithe ial-Qaeda-claimed ibombing iof 

i1998. 

Reportedly, iKenya, iwith iinternational isupport, ihad iplanned ito imove iinto ithe iSomalia 

iconflict iyears iprior ito iOctober i2011. iThis iplanned iintervention iwas iaimed iat icreating ia ibuffer 

izone iin ithe iJuba iarea iin isouthern iSomalia, iwhich iis iclose ito ithe iborder iwith iKenya.
123

 iWhat iis 

inow iwidely ibelieved ito ibe ithe icore iaim iof iKenya‟s iintervention iis ithe icreation iof ithis ibuffer 

izone. iThe iborder ibetween iKenya iand iSomalia istretches iapproximately i682km, iwith ithe iJuba 

iand iGedo iregions iin isouthern iSomalia ibeing iclosest ito iKenya. iKenya‟s iearly iplans, ihowever, 

iwere inever ipushed ithrough idue ito iexternal iinfluences iand iconcerns ithat iinfluential iSomali 

ipolitical iactors ifrom ithe iJuba iand iGedo iregions ihad inot ibeen iproperly ibriefed iand iincluded iin 

idiscussions ito itake iover ithe iinterim iadministration iof ithe iregion ionce iit iwas iout iof ial-Shabaab 

icontrol. i 

Through ithe istabilization iof ithe iJuba iregion, ithe iGovernment iof iKenya iintends ito ibe 

iable ito icounter ithe idirect ithreat iof ial-Shabaab imilitias iwho ihave ilong icontrolled ithis iarea iand 

iderived ifinancial iprofit ifrom ithe icollection iof icustoms irevenue ifrom icharcoal iexports iand 

icommercial iimports ithrough ithe iport iof iKismayo. iOn i28 iSeptember i2012, iKDF ispokesman 

iColonel iCyrus iOguna iclaimed ithat iafter ia icombined ioffensive iinvolving iair, iground iand inaval 

ioperations, ithe iKDF ihad iachieved ia imajor ivictory iin iits icapture iof iKismayo ifrom ial-Shabaab 

imilitias.
124

 

Kenya ihosts i500,000 iSomali irefugees, ithe ilargest inumber iof iSomali irefugees ion ithe 

icontinent, iin iDadaab irefugee icamp
125

 iin iNorthern ipart iof iKenya. iAlthough ithe ilarge iinflux iof 

irefugees iin iitself iposes ia igreat isocial iand ieconomic icrisis ifor iKenya, ithe ibigger iissue ihas ibeen 

ithe ireported iinfiltration iof ial-Shabaab imilitias, idisguised ias irefugees, iinto ithe icamps. iAl-
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Shabaab imembers ihave iallegedly ibeen ientering iKenya ias irefugees, iusing ithe icamps ias ibases 

ito iplan iand ilaunch iattacks ion iKenyan iterritory. iThere iare ifurther iclaims ithat ithey ialso iuse ithe 

icamps ias irecruiting igrounds ifor inew imembers.
126

 iAs ithe iconflict iin iSomalia icontinues, iit ihas 

ibecome iincreasingly idifficult ifor iKenya‟s igovernment ito icontrol ithe iflow iof irefugees iand ito 

iadequately iscreen ithem iso ias ito iseparate imembers iof ial-Shabaab ifrom ibona ifide irefugees. 

iFurther, iby ihelping ito istabilize iSomalia, iKenya iwould ibe iable ito isupport ithe iresettlement iof 

irefugees ifrom ithe icamps ito iSomalia, ithus irelieving ithe igovernment iof ithe isocial, ipolitical iand 

ieconomic icosts iof ihosting ithe irefugees.
127

 

 

3.4 iKenya iMilitary iInvasion iChallenges 

More ithan i7 iyears iinto ithe iinvasion iand idespite ithe iliberation iof iKismayo ifrom ial-

Shabaab icontrol, ithere iare isome ilessons ifrom ithe iintervention iprocess. iThe itiming iof ithe 

iinvasion iwas isub-optimal ias ithe ioperation iwas ilaunched iat ithe ibeginning iof ithe irainy iseason 

iin iSomalia‟s iJuba iand iGedo iregions.
128

 iKenya‟s imilitary iplanners idemonstrated ia iflawed 

istrategic iapproach ias ithe ifirst ihurdle ithat ithe iKDF ihad ito iface iwas iflooding iof ithe iroads, iwhich 

islowed idown ithe ioperation ifor iweeks ion iend iand ipresented ilogistical ichallenges iwhich iadded 

ito ithe icost iof ithe ioperation. iAdditionally, ithe ifact ithat ithis iwas iKenya‟s ilargest imilitary 

ioperation isince iits iindependence iin i1963 imeant ithat iKDF ipersonnel ihad ilimited iprior 

iexperience iin icarrying iout ian iact iof ithis imagnitude. iWhilst ithese iwere ibig ichallenges ifor ithe 

iKDF, ithe iforce imanaged ito iovercome ithem iand iadvance ifurther iinto iSomalia.
129

 

The iinvasion iof iSomalia ihas imade iKenya imore ivulnerable ion ithe idomestic ifront ias 

ithe icountry irisked iits inational isecurity ias ia iresult iof ithe ioffensive iin iSomalia. iBy iintervening 

iin iSomalia, iKenya iprovided iample ijustification ifor ial-Shabaab ito ifinally imake igood ion iits 
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ithreats ito iattack iKenya. iThe igroup isubsequently iannounced ithat iit iwould icarry iout ireprisal 

iattacks ion iKenya‟s ihome isoil. iIt iis iclear ithat ial-Shabaab imilitias iare iagainst iany iforeign 

iintervention iin iSomalia, iincluding iby iKenya. iSmall-scale iattacks iand iviolence, imainly 

ithrough igrenade iattacks ilaunched iin iNairobi, iKenya‟s icapital, ithe icoastal iregion iand ithe iNorth 

iEastern iborder iregions ihave iescalated isince ithe ibeginning iof ithe iintervention, iproviding 

ievidence ithat ithreats iof ial-Shabaab icounter iattacks iare ireal. iMany iof ithe iattacks ihave inot ibeen 

icarried iout idirectly iby ial-Shabaab, isome ihave ibeen iperpetrated iby ipeople iinspired iby ior 

iaffiliated ito ithe igroup. iNow ithat ial-Shabaab ihas ireportedly ilost iits imain ioperating ibase, 

iKismayo, ithe i„lone iwolf istyle iterror iattacks ion iKenya iare ilikely ito ibecome imore 

ipronounced.
130

 

The iintervention irisks iadding iinsult ito iinjury iin ialready iexisting itensions iwith 

iKenya‟s iethnic iSomali icommunity. iDays iinto ithe iinvasion, ithe iKenyan igovernment 

iannounced ia iparallel ioperation ito iroot iout ial-Shabaab isympathizers iin ithe icountry, iasserting 

ithat ial-Shabaab iwas i„like ia ibig ianimal iwith ia itail iin iSomalia iand ia ihead iin iEastleigh‟ ia isuburb 

iof iNairobi ithat iis ihome ito imany iSomali-owned ibusinesses iand ia ilarge irefugee icommunity. 

iFurthermore, ireports idocument iserious ihuman irights iviolations, iincluding icases iof iethnic 

iSomalis ibeing iprofiled iand idiscriminated iagainst idue ito itheir iethnicity iand iin ithe iworst icases 

ibeing ibeaten iand imistreated. iSomalis iare ialso ireportedly iarbitrarily idetained iand ieven 

ideported iunless ithey ihave idocumentation ito iprove itheir ilegal iright ito ibe iin iKenya, ior iif ithey 

icannot iafford ito ibribe ilocal isecurity iforces.
131

 

As ithe iKDF ilaunched iits iattacks iin ithe ial-Shabaab-controlled iareas iof iSomalia iusing 

ifighter ijets, imany icivilians, iincluding ichildren, iwere ireported ito ibe iamong ithose iwho iwere 

ikilled iand iseriously iinjured iin ithe iprocess. iIn iKenya, igrenade iattacks idid inot ionly icost ilives, 
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ithey ialso ifueled ifeelings iof iresentment ifrom ilocals iwho iblamed ithe igovernment ifor ifocusing 

imore ion ithe iKDF iinvasion iof iSomalia iwhile ineglecting ithe iinternal isecurity iof ithe icountry. 

iSeemingly, ithe iKDF imight ihave ibeen isuccessful iin irallying iup icitizen iopinion iin isupport iof 

ithe iinvasion iduring ithe iearly istages. iHowever, iif icivilian icasualties icontinue, ithe iforces iwill 

ireceive imore icondemnation ifrom icitizens iin iboth iKenya iand iSomalia. i 

Al-Shabaab ifighters ihave iabandoned iKismayo. iThis, iin imany iregards, iis ia ivictory ifor 

iKDF iand iSNA iforces ias ial-Shabaab ifighters ihave ilost iground, ithe iport icity ihaving ibeen itheir 

imain istronghold. iNevertheless, ial-Shabaab imight ionly ibe iretreating iin iorder ito iregroup iand ire-

emerge istronger iin itactics isimilar ito ithose iof iother iradical igroups ilike ithe iTaliban iin 

iAfghanistan. i 

War iwill ialways icome iat ia igreat icost. iFor iKenya ithe iinvasion iinto iSomalia ihas ibeen 

ivery iexpensive. iEstimates iput ithe icost iof ithe iinvasion iat iKsh.210 imillion i(US$2.8 imillion) iper 

imonth iin ipersonnel icosts ialone ithis iduring ia iyear iwhere iKenya ihas irecorded ia iKsh.236 ibillion 

i(US$3.1 ibillion) itotal ibudget ideficit.
132

 i
 iThe icost iof isupporting ipersonnel, imaintenance iand 

iprocuring imilitary iequipment iand ihardware ibecame itoo imuch ifor iKenya ito ibear ialone. 

iTherefore, ithe icountry iturned ito ithe iinternational icommunity, iparticularly ithe iUNSC iand 

iregional iorganizations ilike ithe iIntergovernmental iAuthority ion iDevelopment i(IGAD) iand ithe 

iAU ito isupport iits iinvasion iof iSomalia iin ithe ihope ithat ithis isupport iwould iease ithe ifinancial 

iand ilegal iburden iof ithe iinvasion.
133

 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i iIn iconclusion, ithe ichapter ihas idemonstrated ithat iKenya ihas ilong isuffered ifrom 

ispillover iof iSomalia icrisis. iArmed iconflict iand ilawlessness ifrom iSomalia ihave iat itimes 

idestabilized iKenya‟s iNorth iEastern iprovince. iThe iSomali ineighborhood iof iEastleigh iin 

iNairobi iin iparticular iis ia ibooming icommercial icenter ithat iis ilargely ibeyond ithe icontrol iof 

iKenyan iauthorities. iIt ihas iserved ias ia icenter iof iAl-Shabaab irecruitment iand ifund-raising. iThe 
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istrife iin iSomalia iensured ian ienormous iflow iof iSomali irefugees iinto iKenya, iplacing 

iconsiderable istrain ion ithe icountry. iUncounted iumbers iof iSomalis i-including isome iAl-

Shabaab imembers i- ihave itaken iadvantage iof icorruption iin iKenya ito isecure iKenyan iID icards. 

iAl-Shabaab iwas ialso iresponsible ifor ia iseries iof iterror iand igrenade iattacks iin iKenya. iAl-

Shabaab ialso ikidnapped iforeign inationals iin iKenya. iThis iand iother ireasons iprompted ithe 

iKenya‟s iintervention iin iSomalia. iThough ithe iintervention ireceived iboth ilocal iand 

iinternational isupport, iKenyan itroops iin iSomalia iwere ifaced iwith ichallenges ithat ihave iled ito 

ivarious ieffects. i 
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CHAPTER iFOUR 

AN iANALYSIS iOF iLESSONS iKENYA iCAN iLEARN iFROM iTHE iUNITED iSTATES 

iINTERVENTION iIN iAFGHANISTAN 

4.0 iIntroduction i 

This ichapter ihighlights ithe ifindings ifrom ianalysis ibased ion ithe iresearch iquestions iand 

ilessons ifor iKenya idrawn ifrom ithe iUnited iStates‟ iintervention iin iAfghanistan. iThis ichapter 

iwill ialso idelve iinto iwhy istates iintervene iin ithe iinternal iaffairs iof iothers iand ijustification ifor 

iintervention. iAre ithere ilessons iKenya ican ilearn ifrom ithe iUnited iStates iintervention iin 

iAfghanistan, iand iis ithere ia ijustification ifor iboth iinterventions? i 

The ichapter ithen ifocuses ion ithe iAMISOM ipeacekeeping iefforts iin iSomalia iwith ia 

iview iof iestablishing ithe iprogress ithat iwas imade iand ithe ichallenges ithe ipeacekeeping imission 

ifaced iduring iits ifirst ifive iyears iin iSomalia. i 

4.1 iLesson ion iMilitary iIntervention iby iStates 

Military iintervention iis ithe iuse iof iforce iacross istate iborders iby ia istate i(or igroup iof 

istates) iaimed iat ipreventing ior iending iwidespread iand igrave iviolations iof ithe ifundamental 

ihuman irights iof iindividuals iother ithan i iits iown icitizens iwithout ithe ipermission iof ithe istate 

iwithin iwhose iterritory iforce iis iapplied.134 

Two ikinds iof ibehaviors iare ioccasionally iassociated iwith ithe iterm. iThey iare: inon 

iforcible iinterventions isuch ias ithe ithreat ior iuse iof ieconomic, idiplomatic, ior iother isanctions; 

iand iforcible iinterventions iaimed iat iprotecting ior irescuing ithe iintervening istate‟s iown 

inationals. i 
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Broadly ithe idoctrine iof iintervention ihas icome ito ibe ijustified ias ia icoercive iinterference- 

iconsensual ior iimposed ioperation- iin ithe iinternal iaffairs iof ia isovereign istate iwith ithe iaim ito 

iundertake iappropriate imeasures iof iprotection.135 

In ithe i21
st

 iCentury, itemplates iof iconflict iresolution iillustrate ithe idevelopment iof ia inew 

ikind iof iintervention, iwhich ihas itended ito ibecome ia iTrojan ihorse iused iby ithe igreat ipowers. 

iThe iRwandan igenocide iand ithe i9/11 iattacks ifor iinstance iheralded ia inew iera ileading ito ian 

iabrupt ichange iin ithe iconception iof ihumanitarian iintervention. iMany ibelieve ithat ithe ichange iin 

iattitudes itowards ihuman irights ioccurred isuccessfully iafter ithese ievents. iAccording ito iWeiss, 

iGeorge iBush‟s ihumanitarian ijustifications ito iinvade iIraq iand iAfghanistan icontaminated ithe 

ilegitimate iidea iof ihumanitarian iintervention.136
 iThe iformer iCanadian iAmbassador ito ithe iUN 

iPaul iHeinbecker isupports ithis iargument isuggesting ithat: i 

“Since iSeptember i11, ithe ikind iof iintervention ithat ihas idominated iinternational idebate 

ihad idiffered iconsiderably ifrom ithat iof ithe iprevious idecade iand iindeed ifrom ithat iwhich 

imotivated ithe iGovernment iof iCanada ito ilaunch ithe iInternational iCommission ion iIntervention 

iand iState iSovereignty i(ICISS). iThe iinaction ion iSrebrenica iand iRwanda ihas igiven iway ito 

ireaction iagainst iAfghanistan iand isome iargue ioverreaction iagainst iIraq. iIn ithe icases iof 

iSrebrenica iand iRwanda, ithe iissue iwas iprotecting i“other”. iIn iAfghanistan iand iIraq, ithe 

imotivation iis iprotecting i“self”.137 

These iaforementioned icrises i(Srebrenica iand iRwanda) iplayed ia ipivotal irole iin ithe 

ievolution iof ithe itheory iand ipractice iof imilitary iintervention iand iafter i9/11, ithere ihave ibeen 

ienormous idifficulties iin idiscussing ithe inorms iof iintervention iwith iany idegree iof ieffectiveness 
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iand iconsistency. iThe ilevel iof icontroversy iamong ianalysts iis inot ialleged ito istem ifrom ithe 

iimperative i“to iintervene ior inot ito iintervene” ibut irather ifrom ithe iquestion i“what iinterests iare 

iintervening istates ipursuing?” iLiberal iand iclassical iapproaches ireject ithe ibehind ithe iscenes 

icalculations iassociated iwith ithe idoctrine iand iclaim ithat iintervention iis imotivated iby ian 

iinterest ito iprotect icivilians iand ito ipromote idemocracy. iEfforts ito ialleviate istarvation iand 

iestablish isome ikind iof ipolitical iorder iin iSomalia i(Operation iRestore iHope), iendeavors ito 

ienforce iprotected iareas ifor iKurds iand ino-fly izones iover iShiites iin iIraq, ito iname ia ifew, iare iall 

iinstances iof imilitary iintervention iwhose iprimary igoal iis inot iterritorial ior istrategic ibut 

ihumanitarian. iHowever, ipluralist iand irealist iapproaches iof iintervention iare ithat ithe ilatter 

ibesides ibeing iincompatible iwith ithe iconcept iof i“national isovereignty” iis imore ilikely ito ibe 

imotivated iby igeostrategic iinterests.138
 i 

Pan-Africanists iwho ifind iinherent ilinks ibetween ineo iliberalism iand iNeo icolonialism 

iemphasize ieconomic ior itrade iadvantages ito ibe igained iby iintervening istates. iThe iUnited iStates 

ihas ion imany ioccasions ibeen iaccused iof iusing isuch iinterests iin itheir iintervention iin 

iAfghanistan. iKenya iDefense iForces ihave ialso ibeen iknown ito iadvance itheir ieconomic 

iinterests iin iSomalia. iThese istates ihave irepeatedly idisregarded ithis inotion iand iclaimed ithey iare 

iprotecting itheir inationals. i 

4.2 iLessons iKenya ican iLearn ifrom iPeacekeeping i/ iMilitary iIntervention 

The iterm i“peace” iis ioften iassociated iwith ia irange iof iterms isuch ias: ipeace ikeeping, ipeace 

ienforcement, ipeace imaking, ipeace ibuilding, ipeace imaintenance iand ipreventive idiplomacy. i 

It iis iimportant ito icritically iexamine ithese iterminologies ias iit ishould ibe inoted ithat 

idefinitions iof ipeacekeeping ihas ievolved iwith itime.139
 iIn ithis irespect, ipeacekeeping ioperations 
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ihave icontinuously iadopted ito itheir iwork imilieu ito ithe ichallenges iof inewly ievolving isecurity 

ienvironments. iCurrently, ipeacekeeping ioperations iare icharacterized iby ia imix iof imilitary, 

ipolice iand icivilians iwho iare ideployed iin ihazardous isituations.140 

Peace ienforcement iis ithe iintervention iof itroops ifrom ian iexternal istate ior istates iinto ia 

isituation iof iconflict iwith ithe ipurpose iof iimposing ipeace. iThere iis iusually ithe iabsence iof 

iconsent ito imaintain ia iceasefire iby ithe iparties iinvolved iin ithe iconflict iand iconsequently, iit ihas 

ibeen iargued ithat ithis imay ibe iregarded ias ibeing isynonymous iwith iwar-fighting.141 

In iOctober i2011, iKenya ilaunched ian iattack iin iSomalia. iThe iUnited iStates iclaimed ithat 

iit iwas inot iinvolved iin ithe idecision imaking iprocess. iThere iwere ialso iconflicting ireports ifrom 

ithe iTransitional iFederal iGovernment iin iSomalia iwhere isome iofficials istated ithat ithere ihad 

ibeen iconsultations imade iwhile iothers idenied iit.142 

The ifirst ichapter iof ithe iUN iCharter ioutlines ithe iaims iand iprinciples iof ithe 

iorganization. iIn iChapter i1, iArticle i2, iparagraph i4, ithe iframers iprohibited ithe iuse iof iforce. i“All 

imembers ishall irefrain iin itheir iinternational irelations ifrom ithe ithreat ior ithe iuse iof iforce iagainst 

ithe iterritorial iintegrity ior ipolitical iindependence iof iany istate ior iin iany iother imanner 

iinconsistent iwith ithe iPurposes iof ithe iUnited iNations.”143
 iThis ihowever idid inot istop iKenya 

ifrom iinvading iSomalia. i 

 

The iKenyan iGovernment ihad iconsidered iintervening iin iSomalia iprior ito ithis iepisode; 

ibut iit iwas iaccelerated iby icross-border ikidnapping itargeted iat iKenyan itourists iand iaid iworkers 

ioperating iat ithe iDadaab iRefugee iCamp. iEvidently, iKenya irelies iheavily ion ithe itourism 
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iindustry iand iit ihas inumerous iinternational ihumanitarian irelief iagencies ioperating ifrom 

iNairobi iwith isome iserving iinside iSomalia. 144
 iThe icross iborder ikidnappings ihad iposed ia 

icritical ieconomic iand isocial ithreat ito iKenyan itourists iand iinvestors iwere ireluctant ito ivisit ithe 

icountry. iKenyan icitizens ialong ithe iborder ialso ibecame iwary iof itheir isecurity. iKenya iclaimed 

ithe iepisode ias iits isole iright ito iself-defense iunder iarticle i51 iof ithe iUN iCharter, iwhich 

irecognizes ithe iright ito iindividual iand icollective idefense iin ithe iwake iof ian iarmed iattack 

iagainst ia imember iof ithe iUnited iNations. i 

 

In iDecember, i2011 ithe iAU iapproved ithe iparticipation iof ithe iKenyan itroops iand iby 

iearly iJanuary i2012 iKenya imade iits iofficial irequest ifor iits itroops ito ibecome ipart iof ithe 

iAMISOM ioperation iwith ithe imain iaim iof idefeating ithe iAl-Shabaab iand iAl-Qaeda inetworks 

iin iSomalia. i 

 

The iBush iAdministration‟s irationale iwas ibuilt iaround isix imain ithemes: iSaddam‟s 

ipossession iof iweapons iof imass idestruction i(WMD); ithe ithreat iSaddam iposed ito ithe iMiddle 

iEast; iIraq‟s ilinks ito iAl-Qaeda; iSaddam‟s iharsh itreatment iof ithe iIraqi ipeople; iIraq‟s ilack iof 

idemocracy iand ithe iexample ia ifree iand idemocratic iIraq iwould iset ifor iauthoritarian iregimes iin 

ithe iregion.145 

4.2.1 iAn iAnalysis iof iLessons ito iLearn 

A ilot iof igain ihas ibeen iachieved iby ithe iAMISOM itroops; ibut ithis ihas inot ibeen imatched 

iwith ia ipolitical iand ireconciliation iprocess.146
 iAnother icomplication iis ithat ithere iwas ino ipeace 

ito ikeep iin iSomalia iand ino ipeace iagreement ito ibe ienforced. 147
 iExperience ifrom iAMISOM 
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ioperations ihas itaught ithat ipeacekeepers ishould iavoid iintervening iin iareas ithat ilack ia iviable 

ipolitical iprocess. 148
 iBoth iSomalia iand iAfghanistan iwere istates ithat idid inot imeet ithe 

icharacteristics iof istatehood. iAMISOM, ilike iany iother ipeacekeeping iforce iis inot idesigned ito 

iresolve ithe iSomali iconflict ibut iunfortunately ithe iTFG iwith isupport ifrom iAMISOM iand ithe 

iinternational icommunity iopted ifor ithe imilitary iaction iahead iof ia ipolitical iprocess.149 

The i2006 iEthiopian iintervention iserves ias ia ilesson ithat ihas ibeen ioverlooked. iEthiopian 

iforces iincreased itheir itroop‟s inumber ito i20,000 iin iorder ito ideal iwith ithe iIslamic iCourts iUnion 

i(ICU); ibut ithey idid inot isucceed iin ieliminating ijihadists ibecause iof ilack iof iacceptance iof ithe 

iTFG iand idue ito ithe ifact ithat iSomalis iviewed iEthiopians ias iforeign iinvaders. iThe iquestion ithen 

iis iwhat ihas ireally ichanged iin ithe icurrent icontext; iand iwhy iwould ian iincrease iin iAMISOM‟s 

itroops iensure ia imore istabilized iSomalia?150 

Apart ifrom ithis, imatching iforce ito ineed iis iimportant iand ithat icoercion iis iundertaken iin 

ia iresponsible iand ineutral imanner. 151
 iPast iexperiences ialso ishow ithat iSomalis iresented ithe 

ipresence iof ilarge icontingent itroops; iand iinstead iof ithe igovernment istrengthening iits isupport 

ibase, iit ifurther iopted ito imarginalize ithe iSomalis.152 

Overall, ithe iSomalia isituation iis isimilar ito ithat iof iAfghanistan. iThe iUSA iand iNATO 

iforces ihad ibeen iengaged iin ifighting iwith ithe iTaliban iin iAfghanistan isince i2001 iand ithe 

iincrease iin ipeacekeeping iforces ihas ihad ithe iopposite ieffect iagainst iwhat iwas iinitially 

iintended. iSo iinstead iof iimproving ithe isecurity isituation iin iAfghanistan, iit iled ito iattacks 

itargeted ion ithe ipeacekeeping iforces iand inational igovernment iofficials. iJust ias iin iSomalia, 
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iKillings iof icivilians ihave iintensively ibeen icapitalized iby ithe iTaliban. iThe iAl-Shabaab iand ithe 

iTaliban ihave istrived ito iturn ithe ipopulation iagainst ithe icoalition iforces.153 

Lessons ifrom iAfghanistan iand iIraq ihave ialso ishown ibeyond ia ishadow iof idoubt ithat 

icomplex iconflicts icannot ibe isolved iby iforce ialone; ino imatter ihow imilitarily ipowerful ior 

itechnically isuperior ithe iintervener iis, ibut ionly ithrough ia ipolitically idriven iprocess.154
 iMuch iof 

ithe ifocus ion iSomalia ihas ibeen iaimed iat iaddressing ithe isymptoms iof ithe iconflict irather ithan 

ithe icauses.155
 iForeign ifighters iare iindeed icapable iof ireducing ithe istrength iof ithe iAl-Shabaab; 

ibut ithey icannot icompletely ieradicate ithem. iIt iis inot ipossible ito idepend ion ia imilitary isolution 

ito iresolve ithe icrisis iin iSomalia; iit ican ionly ibe idone iby ia ipolitical iprocess iwith ithe ipeople iof 

iSomalia ion ithe idriver‟s iseat.156 

On ithe iother ihand, iwhen ia ireconciliation ieffort iwas iundertaken, ithe iSomali ipopulation 

iincluding icommunity ileaders, iintellectuals iand itraditional ileaders iwere imarginalized iand 

ifaction ileaders iquickly ilearnt ihow ito imanipulate iinternational idiplomats. iBy iso idoing ithey 

iwere iassured iof iaccess ito iresources iwithout inecessarily idoing imuch ito icreate ipeace iand 

inational istability. iHence, iinternational iintervention ifuelled iwarlords iand iinter-clan ipower 

istruggles; iand iit iprevented ilocal icommunities ifrom igaining iresources ito ipromote 

ireconciliation.157 

The iSomali iexperience ihas ishown ithat ipeace iprocesses ithat iinvolve ifaction ileaders iare 

ihighly iinadequate. iThere iis ialso ineed ito iconsider icritically ineeded itransformative iapproaches 

ithat ican iprovide iviable ioptions ifor iinstitutional ibuilding, iarms icontrol, iinvolvement iof ithe 

                                                           
153

 iCilliers iJ. iand iBoshoffet iH. iet ial., i„Somalia: iThe iIntervention iDilemma,‟ iop.cit., ip. i6 
154

 iConing iC., i„The iEmerging iAU/UN iPeacekeeping iPartnership,‟ iop.cit., ip. i10 
155

 iDersso iS., iSomalia: iThe iQuest ifor iPeacemaking iand iPeacekeeping, i(Paper iPresented iin ia iWorkshop ifrom i10th ito i11th 

iDecember, i2008, iHilton iHotel, iNairobi) ip. i4 
156

 iShinn iD., i„International iEfforts ito iCounter iAL-Shabaab,‟ iop.cit., ip. i2 
157

 iCornelissen iScarlett, iCheruFatu iet ial., iAfrica iand iInternational iRelations iin ithe i21st iCentury, iop.cit., ip. i94 



57 

 

icommunity iin igrassroots ireconciliation iand itheir iassistance iin ithe idenouncement iof 

i„clannism‟. iThere iis ialso ineed ifor ithe ireconfiguration iof ithe iSomali iwar ieconomy.158 

In iaddition, ithe iexperience iof iSomalia ivividly ishows ithat ia ipeace iagreement iis imore 

ithan isigning ia idocument. iIt iis iabout isigning ian iagreement ithat iidentifies iand iaddresses ithe 

imain icauses iof ithe iconflict; iaddresses ilocal iconcerns iand iprovides ifeasible imechanisms ifor 

isustaining ithe iagreement.159
 i 

AMISOM ihad idemonstrated ithat imoral iauthority iof ian ioperation iis iimportant iin iorder 

ito iobtain ilocal ilegitimacy. iWhen ian ioperation iis iperceived ito ilack imoral iauthority, iit imay 

iaffect ithe icountry‟s idecisions ito ideploy ipersonnel. iPeacekeeping ioperations ineed iadequate 

inumber iof ipersonnel iotherwise ilegitimacy iissues imay ibe iraised; isince ilack iof isufficient istaff 

ican ihamper ithe iaccomplishment iof ithe imission‟s imandate. i 

 i i i i i i i“For iexample ifailures ito imatch iresources iand imandates ihave ihad itragic iconsequences. 

iOne i i imay iquestion iwhat imore icould ihave ibeen idone iin iRwanda ito iprevent ithe icatastrophe ior 

iif imore icould ihave ibeen idone iin iBosnia ito iprevent ithe isafe iareas ifrom ifailing ito iprotect ithe 

ipopulation iof iSrebrenica? iAnswers iare imost idefinitely iyes. iHowever, iit iis idoubtful ithat iin iany 

iof ithese icases, imore icould ihave ibeen idone iwithout ithe imeans iand ia imandate iat ihand.”160 

The iexperience iof iAMISOM ionce iagain ihas iproved ithat ihurriedly ideploying itroops 

iwithout iclear imanagement istructures iput iin iplace ilessens ithe iimpact. iIn ithe icase iof iAMISOM, 

itroops iwere ideployed iprior ito ithe iactual iplanning iand imanagement iunit ibeing iestablished.161
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iIn iother iwords, ilack iof ia ipeace iprocess, ia ifully iequipped iforce iand ia imandate ithat iis inot ifit ito 

ifight iinsurgents imade iAMISOM itasks ia ichallenge.162 

AMISOM iis iimportant ifor ifacilitating ithe iconditions ifor inational ireconciliation. iIt iwas 

ialso iinstrumental ifor iensuring ithe iwithdrawal iof iEthiopian itroops. iHowever, imilitary 

iintervention iis inot ia ilasting isolution. iFor iin iorder ito icreate ilasting ipeace iand isecurity, ithere 

imust ibe ia ipolitical idialogue ithat ishould iinclude iall iSomalis, iinstitutional icapacity 

idevelopment iand ithe itraining iof ithe iSomali isecurity iforces.163 

One iof ithe ilessons ilearnt ifrom imilitary iintervention iis ithat iit iis ipossible ito iwin ia 

imilitary ibattle ibut iend iup ibeing iconfronted iby iinsurgency itactics iand irisk isuffering icasualties 

ithrough iguerilla itactics. iIt iis icomplicated iwhen iAMISOM iis itrying ito icontribute itowards ithe 

istability iof iSomalia; iyet iits ineighbors iare iengaged iin iproxy iwars iat ithe iexpense iof ithe iSomali 

ipopulation.164 

Nevertheless, iit iseems ithat iAMISOM ihas isucceeded iwhere ithe iUSA iand iUN ihad 

ifailed. iIt iproves ithat ia ilot ican ibe iachieved iwhen iAfrican inations icome itogether iand ispearhead 

itheir ichallenges. iThrough igreat isacrifice iand idedication iAfrican iproblems ican ibe isolved iby 

iAfricans ithemselves. i 

4.2.2 iSocial-Political iand iMilitary ilessons iand iSolutions ifor iKenya i 

The icriteria iestablished iin ithis isection, iis iderived ifrom igovernmental iand iacademic 

iresearch iinstitutions. iIt iwas icollected ito ihelp iestablish ithe icriteria iin iwhich ithis iresearch istudy 

iwill iuse ito iassess icurrent iU.S iintervention ioperations iin iAfghanistan. iCriteria icollected ihave 

ibeen icompartmentalized iin ifour imajor icategories. iThese icategories iinclude: ipolitical, 

idevelopment isecurity/military idevelopment iand isocial/cultural idevelopment. i 
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Political iDevelopment iCriteria 

Essentially, iintervention ioperations ishould iwork ito iformalize ithe i“pillars” iof ia 

idemocracy. iIn iorder ito iachieve ithis itype iof ipolitical iaspiration, iKenyan ioperations ishould 

iwork ito iensure ithat iregional, iethnic, ireconciliation iand ia istrong, icredible ienforceable ijudicial 

isystem iand ireligious iinstitutions iare icreated iand ithat ithe ipopulations ireflecting ithese isegments 

iare iincorporated iin iall iaspects iof ithe ifederal iexecutive, ilegislative, iand ijudicial ibranches. iThis 

iaspiration iwill ibe iespecially ihard ito iaccomplish ifor icountries ithat ihave ilong ihistory iof iinternal 

iconflict iand iexternal iinterventions isuch ias iAfghanistan iand iSomalia. iHowever, iin iorder ifor 

ination- istate ibuilding ioperations ito ileave ipositive iand isustainable iimpacts iafter iexternal iactors 

ihave ileft ithe istate, ipolitical idevelopment iwithin ithe istate imust ibe iaccomplished. i 

In ithe icase iof iKenya, iit iis iimportant ito inote ithat icreating ilegitimate iand ilegal ipolitical 

isectors imay ibe iextremely ihard ito iaccomplish idue ito ithe iwidespread isystemic icorruption 

iwithin ithe iKenyan igovernment, iand ilack iof itrust iwithin ithe iKenyan ipeople idue ito isecurity 

iconcerns iand ithe ieffects iof ihaving ia ilarge ipopulation ithat iis iunemployed iand iilliterate. 

Economic iDevelopment iCriteria 

“Retarded” ieconomic iimpact ican isignificantly iweaken ithe ilong iterm igrowth iof ia 

icountry. 165
 iThe ieffects iof ia i“retarded” ieconomic iimpact ican iresult iin ithe idisplacement iof 

ipeople, iproperty, iinvestments, iopportunities iand imarkets. iThe iimportant icomponent iof 

ioperations ishould ialways ibe ito ihelp ibuild ior irebuild ieconomic iand imonetary iinstitutions. iBy 

icreating ithese iinstitutions iin iKenya ijust ilike iin iAfghanistan, ia istate ithat ihas ihistorically ihad 

ichallenges iconfronting ilong iterm iunemployment iand ihigh ipoverty, iwill ihave ia igreater ichance 

iin istabilizing ia ifailed istate. iThis iwill ibe ia isignificant ichallenge iin iSomalia idue ito ithe iprospects 
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iof ihaving ia irecently ifailed istate iadopting ieconomic isystems ithat ihave ibeen ideveloped iover 

icenturies, iused iby ihighly ideveloped inations. i 

Intervention ioperations ishould iwork ito iimprove ithe ieconomic iconditions iin ithe istate 

ithrough ipoverty ialleviation iand ireduction istrategies. 166
 iThis iwould ientail iintervention 

iactivities ithat iwould iwork ito ihire ipolice iofficers, iteachers iand iother ipublic iservice irelated 

iprofessionals iafter ireceiving ieducation iand itraining ipreparation. iThis iwould ihelp iincrease ithe 

ilikelihood ifor ithe inative ipopulation ito ihave ia istronger iloyalty ito ithe istate. i 

Social/Cultural iDevelopment iCriteria 

The iengagement iof icivil isocieties iwould ioccur ithrough ithe ipromotion iof iNGO 

iorganizations iand ilocal igrass iroot iorganizations iin ithe icoordination, iadvocacy iand 

iimplementation iof istate-building iactivities. iFor iKenya, ithese iactivities iwould iinclude ihaving 

ithe ifederal iand iregional igovernments iengaging iNGO‟s iand igrassroots iorganizations ito ido ithe 

ifollowing: iissue ispecific iconversations ibetween icommunity imeetings; iassisting iin ithe idelivery 

iof isocial iservices; iprovide iopportunities ito ihold iconflict imediated idispute iresolutions ibetween 

iconflicting ilocal iparties; iand iwork ito iengage icommunity iresidents iin ilocal ipolitical iactivities. 

iIt iis iimportant ito inote ithat iin imany ifailed istates, iNGOs ihad ieither ileft ior iare iprevented ifrom 

ientering ithe istate idue ito ithe imany isecurity iissues. iUntil isafety iand isecurity iis iprovided ito ilocal 

icommunities iwhere iNGOs ioperate, iNGOs iand igrassroots iorganizations iwill inot ibe iable ito ido 

itheir ivital iwork iin iwhich ithey iexcel iin iproviding. I 

Security/Military iCriteria 

One iof ithe imost iimportant iaspects iof imilitary iand icounter iterrorism ioperations ishould 

ibe ithe ibuilding iand idevelopment iof ia istate‟s isecurity iand imilitary irelated iinstitutions iand 
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isystems. 167
 iResearch iindicates ithat ia istate ishould iengage ithe inative ipopulation iin ithe 

ibeginning istages iof ian iintervention. iOne iof ithe itroubles imany imilitary iinterventions itypically 

ihave iis ithe ifailure ito isecure ithe ientire istate iand iits iborders inot ijust ithe ination‟s icapital iwithin ia 

ishort iperiod iof itime. iResearch imaintains ithat iwhen ia iforeign iintervention ioccurs iit iis 

iimportant ithat ithese itroops ibe idispersed ithroughout ithe istate, iincluding ilocal itribal 

icommunities, iand inot ijust ithe icentral igovernment.168
 iIt iis ivital ifor ithese itroops ito ibe iimmersed 

iin ilocal icommunities ito iensure ithat iwar ilords, iforeign iagents, ior iother isecurity ithreats iwill inot 

ihave ithe ichance ito igrow ior icause iconflict iin ithese iregions. iIt iis iimportant ifor iforeign itroops ito 

iengage ithese ilocal icommunities ithrough ithe ibuilding iof iinfrastructure iprojects iand ithe ihiring 

iof ipolice iagents. iThis iengagement iwill ibe idifficult, ihowever iit iwill iprovide ithe imilitary ian 

iopportunity ito ilearn imore iabout ithe inative iculture, ito ifind ibest iways ito iimprove ithese 

icommunities iand iensure ithat ithese icommunities, iwith itime, idevelop ithe icapacity ito igovern 

ithemselves. i 

In iconclusion, iKenya ineeds ia ivitally iimportant iaspect ito ithe idevelopment iof isecurity 

iand imilitary irelated iinstitutions iand istructures, iespecially iafter ia iforeign imilitary iintervention 

iin icounter iterrorism ioperations. iCounter iterrorism itheory iargues ithat iarmed iforces iare ineeded 

iand ishould ibe iused ito ifight ioff iindigenous ior iforeign igroups iseeking ito iprevent iintervention 

iprojects ifrom itaking iplace. iIn iorder ito idefeat ithese iterror iattacks ithe iUS iand iits iallies ihave 

icreated icounter iterrorism ioperations iaimed iat idefeating ithese icounter-productive imovements, 

iwhich iis ia isuccessful ilesson ithe iKenyan imilitary ishould iadopt. 

Moving iforward, iit iwill ibe iessential ifor iKenya ito ihelp iSomalia iand itake isteps ito 

iaddress iits iinternal ifactions iand ito ibuild ia istrong iSomalia; ione ithat iis iinclusive iof ieveryone 
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iand ione ithat idoes inot irely ion iclan idivides iand ifactions. iGiven ithat ipart iof ithe iissue iin iSomalia 

iis iMuslim iextremism, iKenya ineeds ito idevise ia imore iinclusive iplan iof iengaging imore 

imoderate iMuslims iand iincluding ithem iin itheir iintervention iand ilong-term istrategy. 

Stark idifferences iand isimilarities ibetween iUS iand iKenya iin iemploying imilitary 

iintervention itactics. 

The iUnited iStates ihas ihigher imilitary ispending ithan iany iother icountry ipartly ibecause 

iits iforeign ipolicy igoals iis imore iambitious: idefending iits iborders, iupholding iinternational iorder 

iand ipromoting iAmerican iinterests iabroad. i“Our icurrent istrategy iis ibased iaround ius ibeing ia 

isuperpower iin iEurope, ithe iMiddle iEast iand iAsia-Pacific,” isaid iTodd iHarrison, ithe idirector iof 

idefence ibudget ianalysis iat ithe iCenter ifor iStrategic iand iInternational iStudies iin iWashington. 

i“We‟ve isized iour imilitary ito ibe iable ito ifight imore ithan ione iconflict iat ia itime iin ithose iregions.” 

Differences ibetween itwo imilitary igroups iare imore iin ipower iand ithe isophistication iof 

imachine iand imore iso ithe itactics ithey iuse iwhile igoing ito iwar. iFor iinstance, ithe iAmerican 

itroops iare iinvolved iin imore ithan ione iwar iunlike ithe iKenyan itroops iwho iare inot iinvolved iin 

imore ithan ione iwar. iThe iKenyan imilitary ihave iless itechnology iand iless ipowerful imachinery 

iwhen iit icomes ito igoing ito iwar. i 

The iUnited iStates ihas iapproximately i1.3 imillion iactive-duty itroops, iwith ianother 

i865,000 iin ireserve, ione iof ithe ilargest ifighting iforces iof iany icountry. iThe iUS ialso ihas ia iglobal 

ipresence iunlike iany iother ination, iwith iabout i200,000 iactive itroops ideployed iin imore ithan i170 

icountries; imany iof iwhich iare istationed iin iallied inations iin iEurope iand inortheastern iAsia. iThe 

iKenya imilitary ion ithe iother ihand iis ionly iin iKenya iand ialong iits iborders iwith ia ipaltry ipresence 

iin iSomalia. 



63 

 

Analysts iinformally icategorize ifighter iaircrafts iby i“generations” ias ia iway ito icompare 

icapabilities. iWhile ithere iis isome ivariation iamong ianalysts ion ihow iplanes iare iclassified, ithere 

iis ia ibroad iconsensus ithat iAmerican iaircrafts iare imore iadvanced ithan ithose iof iother inations. i 
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CHAPTER iFIVE 

CONCLUSION iAND iRECOMMENDATION 

5.1 iConclusions 

This ichapter ipresents ia isummary iof ithe ifindings, ias iregards ito ithe imain iobjectives iof 

ithe istudy. iBased ion ithese ifindings ithe iconclusions iwere idrawn iand isome irecommendations ion 

ithe iway iforward imade. i 

Peacekeeping ican iprove iits iworth iif iit iis idone iproperly iand iwill iin iturn iconfirm iits 

iplace ias ia iprimary itool iof iconflict iprevention, imanagement iand iresolution iwhen ithe 

icircumstance icalls ifor iit. iIt iis itherefore, ilikely ito iremain ifor ithe iforeseeable ifuture.169
 iEvidence 

ihas ishown ithat imilitary iintervention ialone icannot iprevent iviolence iand ipromote ihuman 

isecurity. 170
 iPeacekeeping ioperations iare imeant ito ibe itemporary imeasures iand ican inever 

iresolve iconflicts iin iisolation. iThey iare imeant ito icontrol ihostilities iand iare itherefore iuseful ito 

icreate iconditions ito ifacilitate ipeace-making.171
 iThis iis iespecially ineeded iwhen iconflicts ihave 

icaused idistractive ibehaviour ior iare ilikely ito ido iso. i 

The iright iintention, icontrary ito ithe ijust-case iintention, ifor igoing ito iwar iis ian iaspect 

iwhich icannot inormally ibe isubstantiated iwith iany ilegal iuseful ievidence, iand ias isuch iis 

iexcluded ifrom iinternational ilaw ias ia irequirement.172
 iStated isimply, iany iintervening istate ior 

iinstitution imust ihave ionly ithe iintentions iof ithe istated iobjective iat iheart, irather ithan iulterior 

imotives isuch ias ieconomic ior iterritorial iacquisition. iIn ithe iSomali icase, ia igood iexample iof ithis 

iwould ibe ithat iof iKenya‟s icontinuing istrategic iinterests iwithin iits iborders iand ithe ientire ihorn 

iof iAfrica. iIn ireview iof iKenya‟s icase, ithe isecurity ithreats icaused iby ithe inon-state iactors, ithe 

iAl-Shabaab icalled ifor iserious iconsideration inot ifor iulterior imotives ibut ito itry iand isolve ithe 
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igrave iviolation iof ifundamental ihuman irights. iIsraeli ieconomic iinterests iare ievident iin iKenya, 

isuch ias ithe iWestgate ishopping imall. iThe iUnited iStates ihas irecently istrengthened ities iwith ithe 

iEast iAfrican iregion ito ibenefit iits ieconomic iand istrategic iinterests iowing ito ithe inew ifindings iof 

ioil iand inatural igas ialong ithe ieast iAfrican icoast. iFor ithese ireasons itherefore, iKenya ihas 

ibenefited ifrom ithe isupport iof isuch ipartners ito isolve iits iproblem iof iterror. i 

Following ithe itragedies iwitnessed iall iover ithe iworld iafter iworld iwar itwo, ithe 

iinternational icommunity ibegan ito iseriously idebate ihow ito ireact ieffectively iwhen ihuman 

irights iare igrossly iand isystematically iviolated. iThe iquestion iat ithe iheart iof ithe imatter iwas 

iwhether istates ihave iunconditional isovereignty iover itheir iaffairs ior iwhether ithe iinternational 

icommunity iparticularly istate iactors ihave ithe iright ito iintervene iin ia icountry. 

5.2 iRecommendations 

The istudy ihas ifound iout ithat ithe iissues iof iSomalis iare ideeply irooted iin itheir ihistory. iIt 

iis ithrough ithis iunderstanding iand ithe iunderstanding iof ithe ihistory iof ithe iregion ithat iwe ican 

idelve iinto isolutions ito iaddress ithe ipressing iconcerns. iWith ithe iunderstanding iof iethical 

iframeworks ito iaddress ithe imoral idilemmas iof iintervention iand ian iunderstanding iof ithe inature 

iof iSomalia‟s iissues, iit iis ithe iopinion iof ithis istudy ithat ithe iintervention iled iby ithe iKenyan 

igovernment iwas imoral iand iin iaccordance iwith ithe iwidely iaccepted iinternational inorm iof ijust 

iwar itheory. i 

Though imoral iwithin ithe iconfines iof ijust iwar itheory, iit iis istill iimportant ito inote ithat 

imany iopposing iviews ido inot iview iintervention ias imoral iand iconsider iit ias ian iinappropriate 

ioverreach iof igovernment isovereignty ior ithey imay icomprehend iit ito ibe iimmoral idue ito ithe 

iinevitable iviolence iand iharm ithat iit ihad icaused. iThe iideas iof ithe iconcept iof ithe iright ito iprotect 

i(R2P) ishould ibe ivigorously iexplored ifurther. iThe iintervention iis ia imilestone iand igreat istep iin 

ithe iright idirection ifor iKenya iand iSomalia ias iwell ias ithe ientire ihorn iof iAfrica. iHowever, 
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icertain ilessons ineed ito ibe itaken ito ipave iway ifor ipeace iand istability iin iSomalia iand ithe irest iof 

ithe iregion. i 

As ihighlighted iin ithe istudy, iclan idivides iand ifactions ihave ibeen ipart iof iSomalia‟s ipast 

iand icontinue ito ibe ipart iof iits ipresent. iThis ican iserve ias ia idestructive iforce. iWith ithe ilisting iof 

ilocal ileaders iand irepresentation ifrom iall igroups iand iclan, ia ithorough ipeace iand ireconciliation 

iprocess imust ibe ilaunched. iThere iis isignificant ihistory iand ipast ifull iof idistrust iand icompetition 

ithat iis irooted iin iSomalia‟s iculture iand isociety. iTherefore, imilitary iintervention iwithout ithe 

iknowledge iof isuch iissues iwill ionly iplunge ithe ination iinto ideeper ichaos. iLuckily, iSomalia iis 

islowly iforming ia istable igovernment ithat ihas itotal icontrol iover iits iterritory. iThe igovernment 

ihas ibeen iable ito iachieve icontrol iin imost istates iwithin iSomalia. iIf iKenya iis ito iinstill ilong iterm 

ipeace iand iresolution ito iSomalia, iit imust iunderstand ithe icomplex ireligious iand iclan itensions 

iand ihow ithis imay iaffect ithe iintervention iand ilong iterm istability. i 

The iinternational icommunity, iparticularly ithe iUnited iNations, ialso ihas ia irole ito iplay iin 

iholding icountries iaccountable ifor ihosting iand isupporting iterrorist igroups iand iinsurgencies ias 

ithey inot ionly idestroy iprospects ifor iregional isecurity ibut ialso idestroy iprospects ifor 

iinternational ipeace iand isecurity. i 

Kenya ishould iconsider inegotiation iapproach iseeing ias iMilitary iintervention ihas ihad 

imore inegative ieffects iand iresulted iin imore iattacks. iWe ican ipresent iboth iarguments ifor iand 

iagainst. 
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