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data available froi these individual

* coiaon data; that

independent bodies like the International Monetary Fund

( IMF) , Cobbudi t y (BAC)the AfricanBast fromo r

journals and based outside either country.

Second, discovered that despite the two decadeswe
of post independence Kenya-Uganda interact ion, not
sufficient literature has been generated dealing with

hadThus, to depend thew e on

dealing with

relied

heaviIy 8a»t African Cosoffiunity (BAC)on material which

VI

subject ivi ty.

periodicals

This problesi

Uganda'a

the ir relat ions.

nuaerous works which have been written

was deesaed relevant to the study.

acquire representative data,

countries wi th

sought to overcoae it by co-relating and co-varying the

We also

gathering our data which should be stated
We encountered

the reader on the contextual

is data generated and analysed by

internal political crisis.
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CHAPTER ONE

1.0 I n brod uc t ion

clear t o great thatr t ex tent conflict and1 s a

have characterisedcooperation i nd i V i dua1s and groups

o f humanthe society.s i nee theAt o femergence core

and collabora t ivethese t endencies have
divergen tand/orb een concurrent o f

thisi s i npart ies. r tinteract ing thatrespect

relat ions haveinternat ionalo fstudents var i ou s ly

conflict and cooperationargued that o faspects theare

con t i nuum stat es’ interactions. hasI t alsoI ns ame

f requen t1y observedbeen that i n t e rac t ions en t a i 1

o f certainexchange goods, then o ftwo theone o r

i n exchange bound t o experience unequaIan are

gains. Broadly speaking, such argument authent i can 1 s

the ha rbou r d i f f e ren tt o thatextent stat es and often

unequal at tributes.resource

Care taken i nb e the o fevent

frequent fl ictive and cooperativecon
relations between thisstates position. Theu pon
Gont igui ty of thei r proxifflitypl usstat es t o specific

waterways and/or harbours dictate the nature o f states

relations an otherwe 11 . levelOnas g ta Oyet a n

f actors basiceasily t o states

re1 a t i oub per i od of The danger norma 11yover a years.

thethati s depicted i ninconsistencies
cooperation amidst conflict over 1ooked.are

1«

dismissing

conflictual

the

possible

a n a Iy8

interests

negates

must however



wr i t es,K. J .that Holsti,con textthisI t 1 s 1 n

o f

relat ionsinte^-statei ninteract ionsdiverseThe

depend ig thecooperat ionand o nconfl ictengender
this end ,interests perceived. Tonat ionali ramediate

the politicalaliainterextricatesinteractiondyad i c

states* relations.underpi nthatf act orsecon oni cand

factors i necoDorai candpoliticaldot henHow

andconflictt orelateinteractioninterstate

Actors normally seek achieve specifict o

markets , prestiget osurpluses, o rtrade access

actual iz theseattempt t other n e

bothdemandsact ions, o rtheir may run

other actors. i 3Itcounter theo ft o intereststhe

exist betweent omutual itypossible for

the i r interestswheninteracting especiallypart ies,

con t en t i onPolitical bet busconflict seen ascan
the structuresaboutanong9 t o r

of ifConsequently,po1i t j calpolicies wer -a g ® e.a
s u b.j e c ttheand econowic needsthese poIi t i caIt ake as

behaviour i sof contention between conflictactors,

2

cooperat ion?

object ives,

between 
numerous 
pointed

n t a i n

are 
b e 

relat i onsh ips 
and cooperation

interacting actors

also

al 1 iances .

‘ In teract i ons 
system 
s h o u Id

cofflpl®®®®! each other.

in t he 
diverse 
that

states in the contemporary 
and diverse ... here it 
out that virtualy all 
characteristics of conflict



thatpositionoccup i esactorwhen alikely to oneoccur

theinterestthei ncorapat ible o r1 s

o fi nobtainsThe contrary casesother actor.

in teract ion.coopera t i ve

con fl ict i s thereforethatneed b eI t

Corape t i t i on attains thecorape t i t i on.f r oradifferent

interact ing actors a 11 emp tthewhenconf1ict1 e ve 1 o f

and politicaleconomictheirexpandt o augmen t o r

either actor. Puto fthea tpositions expense

engaged i n compet i t ionbed i f f e ren 11y, two actors may

other fromactorstheattempting det e rt owi thout
cooperationstil Iends . thisthei r I nobtaining case ,

interacting actors.exists between the

usually demonstrated throughEconomic con f1i ct

f o r e i gno f state’sthe seizureembargoes, i sthat a

thecarriers terr i t o r i a 1foundand goods

boycot ts, that thei sof another state or

from anothert o goods andpur chas e services

cond i tions havepoli t i ca 1until beenlate specific3

i s attainment. Wort hof national-interestmet I a means
i s relationsnote intei— statethe i nof f act t ha t are

determined by the attributes theypowe r

have at hand.

3

refusal

with wishes o f

jurisdiction

noted

effect heavily

within



1 n light o f the preceding, actors’ power

inter the politicalare a economic o r

capab i1i t i es their disposala t wh i ch make i t possible

for t hem push for thet o actualizat ion o f their basic

ff o a 1 s i n interact i Basic t o co-operativeo n .

interact ion t here fore i s o f goaIs. Even

then, given that states 1 i Di i tedsome power

attributes sacri ficet hey normally certain i n t e res t s
f or the attaiment o f other interests.

Broadly stat i n g, the wh i ch states apply1 nmanner
their capabilities i s thus d e t e rm i n e d bypower the i r

externa I goals. O n another level h o w e V e t hr , e s e

objectives determined b y internalare

political conditions. Certain conditions o f a
political for politicals ys t em, stability,
political i n s t ab i1i t y, dictateo r economic
the mode of power capabilities.its

The diversity o fand complexity nation — states’
needs and the shifting nature of thei r
dependent different i n t erac t i ve cond i t i onson accords

of internat ional re1a t ions poli cy
i n t r i gu i ng for study.areas

4

backwardness

s tudents

also

attributes

have

power-attributes

ex am pie

of application

their

’’concurrence'*



o f the Problem1 . 1 Stat eraent

analyse andseeks explain theThis study t o

ando f con fl ict cooperation that havepat terns
Ugan d a relations.characterised TheKenya core

that despite frequentstudy is confl idsthes is of this

between Kenya and Uganda, cooperat i on has cont inued t o
i n t eract i on.character i se their

states’ relat ionswith thusOu r 1 sconcern

during conflictuaicooperat iono fthe un1queness

that i n t r i guesthis inconsistencyperi ods. It 1 s us

The shall mainly f ocusresearch. s t udy theinto on
economic political factors thatand u n d e r 1 i suche

illustrate briefly.inconsistencies. Let us

Trade the twofigures between countries since

exportsshow that K e n y a s t o Uganda

genera11y proport ionalinverselyi nros e manneran

compared to Ugandas Betweenexports to Kenya. 1976 and

for1977 claimedUgan d aex amp 1e, when portions o f

Rift and Nyanza provinces,Vail K e n y n sey

imports from Uganda from K£818 1976 to K£l,977i nrose

1977i □ Thoughfour). students o f

internalional relations generally that trade i 8agree
not the event this study willof con f1i ct,

seek to oxplain why such should be the case .

5

si ■ 
<2

these

affected in

Kenya’a

independence

(Table



The d i rec t i on o f inter-country t r ade between the

countries from 197 1two 1987 illustratest o

i nconsistency lucidly. While Kenya exportedeven more

worth K£476,284goods Uganda,to the latter exported

K£25,936goods worth only t o Kenya (Table three).

regard therefore, UgandaIn this exper i enced tradea
imbalance worth K£451,348. What thi s kind of i mb a 1 a n ce
portended for Kenya--Uganda will berelat ions examined.

There conflict for e X am p 1 e i n 1971 , whenwas

Uganda 'expelled workers of Kenyan origin f r om Uganda.

1969 theretoo,1 n conflict the twowas

coun tries when Ob o t e promulgated the Common-Man * s

thatCharter socialist-oriented document.a Thiswas

anti-thetical to Kenya’a Sessional Paper No.was 10 of
that1966 ascr ibed epi t he t st o o f free enterprise.

Such even ts will be be correlated t o to
determine the magn i t ude of ei ther cooperati on and/or

the two count r i es.

As indicated above, be deduced thatit can export
trade grew in inversely proportional manner betweenan

2the two countries thisI In respect, i t aptly
indicates that though cooperation is major facet ina
international relat ions, i t i s us u a 1 1 y sidelined by
most scho1ars. J Our argument is that the unavailability

incisive studiof forms of economic and poli t i cales on

6

between

this

trade figures

conflict between



exchanges between states renders s t ud i es conf1icton

f i n corap 1e t e. It fori s this that con f1i c t andreas on

coopera t ion ex am i ned concurren 11y withare V i ew toa

unravel 1ing the ant eceden t var i ab1es that explain

re1 a t i ons between the two stat es.

The foregoing raises several

ions. Firstly, thet ci rcums tance o f1 n

conflict between the coun tri es,two Kenya cont inued t o
3he i gh ten her trade with Uganda^.export Second, even

though Uganda con t i nued experienceto imb alance ofan
the ex tenttrade t o o f Kenya having trade surpluses,

she continued to depend Kenya for roost o f her importon
comraod i t i es, Th i rd, i n the event o f caut iouseven

po1i ci es’foreign con f1i ct still emerged am ids t co­
operative econom i c interact ions . 1 t i s with such
observations mind tha t describe the nature1 n o fw e

i neons i s t en t .Kenya and Uganda as

A t level , scholars like and

who have attempted t o analyse the

of Kenya have failed to explain this
7inconsistency. Okoth f or instance correctly argues

* core’thethat na t i on a 1 interests of Kenya and Uganda

dictate mutuality and p o 1economic i t i c a 11 n

ion.interact What then culminates i n frequent

con f1i c t s these two neighbouring states?

7

4
I

dynami cs

o b s e r v a

Uganda relations

the

between

relations between

another Okoth®

analysis

j Mamdan i ,



for thethat a ccountingOur presumption nature1 s

along politicaland Ugandarelat ions betweeno f Kenya

accords unclear forlines onlyand reasonse c o n ojn i c

inconsistentrelations. Byinconsistent w e m e .3 n

interact ions b e d e V o i do f d y a d i c t o o finability
such that hamperconfl ict o r any

thus inconsis tencyi s i n theTherecooperation .
conflicts andi o n a I cont inuedo fcontext o c c a s

coopera t i on.

from the preceding thatsafe theret o assertIt 1 s

var i ab les thatcertain interven ing explain thebemay
cons t an 11y of thed i s-h armoni ous twonature coun tries

intervening variablesrelat ions. Such examined andare

of demonstrating thea imthe corre1 at ion

between them and conflict and/or cooperation.

The i n t erven ing i n effectvariables s ub —are

divided f act o rs.polit ical Under theandeconomi c

inter-statefo rmer, Kenyabe tween and Uganda,trade
the exam i n ed.over years i s

Political include factors 1eadingexplanat ions to
breakthe African (EAC)Commun i tyup of andthe East

certain internal d e V e 1 Q piB e n t spolltical i □ Uganda
concoDii tan t Thiswith periods.timecertain
therefore assumes cooperationconflict andt hat are

independent albeit i n the s t udy o fre 1 a t ed dinsens ions

8

analysed with

into

t u d y

cond i t ions



viewed withincon fIi c t 1 sMoreover,r e1 a tions.states’
itbecauseThisinteract ions.states’ 1 so fprecincts

clashesforbasis 1 noffersthat acooperation1 s

i n t eres t s.n a t i on a 1

o ftaskthehast u d ythisthen,Precisely s
relationsthe natureexplainingandexamining

andflictiveusingUganda conbetween Kenya

hopedi s11analysis.o fpoleseventscoope ra t i ve as

o fthe naturedepicted i ninconsistencythat the
thereby be demonstrated.relations shall

Objective of the Study1.2

invest igat ingataimss tudystated, thisB r oad1y
Uganda relations.underly Kenyathatthe

o fthe patternstowards showingtask gearedThis i s
thecharacterisedhaveconf1ict thatcooperat i onand
o fexam i na t i onAnstatestwo t herelations years.over

Uganda relationstrendsthe Kenyathat have
’’regularit i e s " anddemonstratmeantare t o e

inter-state relations.”i rregular i t i i n

bestudythiso f canMore a irasthespecifically,
encapsulated in these

Kenyabetweentrade interact ionsToa) show how

andconflictivet orelateand Uganda
Kenya and Uganda.events betweencooperative

9

spanned

and

o f

s t atemen t s:-

key factors

i es '*



politicalcertainhowT ob)
con f1i c tt oUganda contributei ndevelopments

Kenya and Uganda.betweencooperationand/or

theleading t ocertainhowshow reasonsToc)
and/orconflictled t oBACtheo fbreak-up

Uganda.Kenya andcooperation between

t o1 ternative o n sd) T o give a

andAffairsForeigno fMinistry

International Co-operation.

the S tudyo fJust if icat ion1.3

fillintends t othist e rnis ,heuristicI n
i n Eas trelat ionso f s t a t ess t udythei ncertain gaps

Africa.

hasreference, n o oneparticulI n a rmore
ando f economictheexploret o

Uganda relations.Kenyaunder1y i n gpo1i t i ca i factors
98 superficialaccordsOkoth’sNsubuga’s as tudy a s

occu r e dthat haveeventschronologicalanalysis of the
Ns ub u ga,end ,thisTothe relations.countries1 n

1 0 thet osaliencegiveand d oOkoth M a m d a n i
o fdet ern i nan t spolicyfore i gnecon om i c and po1i t ica1

o fa r i e t ythee f f e c t Vand i ntwothe
theexplaini Icouldthat w evariablesintervening

i ns t anceforisItnature of Kenya - Uganda relations.

10

not

recoraraendat i

study

show

study

internal

Kenya’s

states

a t t erap ted

such

relevance



i n the studies o f the threeapparent that

historical p rem i um i s ^i ven i n their ana 1yses thea t
o f the prob ab1e na t i on a1 interests dictatingexpense

interact ion.

theoretical reference,I n the withconcern

incons istent relat ions i s i a I due t o variousc r u c

coopera t i ve andBas i cal 1y the conf1i ct i ve o freas ons.

relat ions and Uganda havebetween Kenya prime

s t rands of thei n the charac ter two states re 1 at i ons.

B e s ides this, the actual e c o n o na i and politicalc

havein t eract i on shown marked inconsistency with thea
declared po1i cy o f thestances two states
making investigation this inconsistencyinto vital.an

Third, often than fc » weight has beenn omore

placed thatthe factors influenceeconomicon their

dyadic interact ion wit hou t du 1 y corre1 a t ing t hem with

po1i t i cal This anseen as1 s

because state’si nfactorsn o economic foreign

relations Putecon om i care qua

only dep i c trelationsfor stat es

intrinsithe ofinterefe fe s thenat 3 o n a 1 statesc

concerned.

To go back initial scbo1 arsto havearguiaent,our

geo-poIi t i ca1Uganda relations andi n
h i st udyperspectives. i n t endsThe gap th is t o

thisfill regard is put such assertions1 n t o test.t o

11

economic^.

a-priori linkage

differeri

f actors.

explained Kenya
storicai

scholars

been

economic 1 ana t i ons



f roiu Uganda . o f theWe consideredare

willo p i n ion that this contribute Kenya’st o

deve iopjnent i n policyrespect to f ormu1 at ionprocess

Suchand iapleraentat ion. for externala concern

development givenimportant increasingly1 s a n

interdependent international system.

the period 1964to focusWe have chosen 1990.on

independence lifespanentireThis per i od the o fcovers

to date. Suchthe two

cons ideredpe r i od app ropriate far i t1 s 1 n as a s
and substantively allowsdepicts for correlation ofa

econom i c and political fact orsthe that have underlay
Uganda relations.Kenya We o f the opinion thatare

thedue t o con fli c t s and fairlyi n t e rm i t ten t cont inued
cooperat ive interact i ons, analys i s of thean incisive
stat es relat ions must this period.encompass

This comprehensivestudy is also to the extent
i tthat includes conf1ic t i ve andcertain cooperat'•
thateven ts s fc a t esdetermined thehave n a t ure of tne

i n teract ion. important1964 i sThe year

i t colonial. and postbecause delineates

i ndepen<^ence Ifand political policy. Kenyaecono®i c

earlier, thengot year

i n i 9 6 4 that mean ingfu1 externa Ii s they commenced11
interact ion. 1990 1 s
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an extensive
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the nos tonly brings t o recentthat it notextent us

marksalso o finteract ion but startdyad i c event a

coun tri es.the‘cordial’ relations b e tween two

Li terature Rev iew1.4

given evidence to show that earlyhas as

authori ties contemplatedco 1 on i a1British1899, aas
12 observes thatfederation. AmeryUgandaKenya

interested o f theauthor!t ies mergerBritish 1 n awere

Th i sexploitat ionforcolon i es purposes.two was

Uganda’s qualms aboutimpossible duerendered t o a

argued that Kenya’spossible Kenyan dominance. Xt was

Uganda’sflourishedhad thrived and o n n o n -economy
13 CoDsequen 11y,inclusion in settler schemes by 1902

Eastern Uganda relegatedo fsect ions t oenormous were

coordinatingwith o fresumed aim theKenya the P

In ghammanagemen t of the Uganda argues

that a t twentietho f the century,start a

federative endeavour Interest 1 ng Iyof f ing.thei nwas c
t i v chowever, a 1 1 Integrathese services were

f rora Kenya. andGovernora

theSegal because Nairobicontend thisthat casewas

industrial center for EastcoBBcrci a 1seen aswas a CUM
To the foregoing colonial backgroundAfrica. mind,our

14
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off e r s for examining Kenya Ugandaa
19and Segalre 1 at i ons. 01 i V e r aptly argue

that the colonial policies o f developing sphere o fone
i n f1uence the of the o t hera t i nset motionexpense

disagreements between thelatent two con t iguous states
thisthe level In veintoo. too,on same

economicargues,

conf1ict andFur thermore Studies coopera t ionon
21by Hi rchsman, alsoKnorr and Tragerdone state that

interactiondyadic depends contigui ty ando n

capab i1i t y. that theThey observe nat ion i smore a

dependent theforeign transactions conflict andon more
coope ration brought into play because of clashes inare
national interests. Such theoretical of state
interaction thedissectdo howeve r underlyingnot
economi c i n f1uenceand thatpo1i t ica1 factors s t at es
re 1 a t i ons wi th this i n mindi st irae. Itover
1i t e ra t u re con f1i c t andpresen t i no n
Africa Leguin22. 23. Hoskyns Putman andOrwa

26not adequate.i s Apart from Putman’s and
work which and conflict,examine cooperation f ew or no

level. Mostthis inter-stateat an

themo f simplyare generalised studies covero r

and

Bozeman

15
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has argued that on

o f the East African Cofflnuni ty ( B AC ) Uganda as

"uncooperative” o f her s i z e - According t o
the s ize of Uganda dictated that she J e1 OUS 1y
and theprotectpreserve meagre a t herresources

disposal . Uganda had

"nearlypotentials thetwice o f thereserves o t her
comb i ned Ct will be noted also that

Uganda the o f Rast Africawas envy she pooleda s

migrant workers from Kenya and Tanzania. Moreover,

whereas Kenya needed ex t r a K£2an f r om her

colonial master to burgeon the 1962-63 budget f

Uganda’s budget Our observationwas i s

that Uganda feared that cooperat ion with Kenya and
Tanzania would destabilize her economy.
Uganda maintained that there behad t o parity before
effective integration took place'.

I f takewe argunent that
economic policies deliberately nurtured Nairobi into an
industrial commerc i a 1 centercum a t the exp^^nse o f
Kampala, one latent8 ees reasons
the 19605. This beligerence concerned the acquisition

of in the region.resources How the

disagreements affected Kenya Uganda relations in the
later i syears question this investigationa seeks t o

unravel.
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35 theM a 2 z e o indicates that o f Amin’so n eve

advent hadPresi den t Ob o t e expel ledt o Kenyanpower,
mi grant workers and n a t i on a 1 i s e d several Kenya—based

360 b o t e ’ s accord i 0 k o t ht on gcompanies . move was
make the Ugandanmeant ci t i zen gainto f rom Uganda’s

manufacturing insteadindustry o f Kenyan migrant
37Keohane’swo r k e r s. Concomitantly, argumen t that

socialeconomic,certain internal, and political
nation-state dictatefact ors emanat ing f rom the the

avai lable poli cy makers,forop t i on s foreign renders

Obote’3 understandab1e . thenKenya natural lymove

the overthrow o f Obote this neutrali sedas

eroe rg ing circuit” thei n AfricanEastan

38As contends,regi on. Babu Kenya had initially been

alarmed by the II chain of anti-iroperia 1ist,a

anti-colonialist increasingly anti-z i on i s tand states
Libya and Sudan” , Thus ,

What 19708 thentheemerged need t o1 n a

coopera t e given Uganda * s dependence Kenya for heron
tradeimport and Kenya’s export trade Uganda.to I n

the precedi ng o f studiesconnection, nuab e r havea

17
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dealt with basic conditions o fthe cooperation and

relatedconflict dependence;t o
The general

thes is schooli n this of thought that theI s more a
dependen t f ore i gnnation is t ransact i ons, theon more

its we11-being is s take. We wanta t to that thisargue
thes i s tested. Theref ore,needs b et o exam i n a t ionan

fills thisof Kenya-Uganda re1 a t ions gap •

1972, November Pres i den t19th, Ami n heldIn talks
with President Kenyatta of Kenya ” m u t u a 1mat ters ofon

It later announced that Kenyat ta hadwas

agreed t o mediate the o f the Uganda-1 n reopening

Tanzania Speaking o f the role, President

hadKenyat ta p1ayed i D the re-open i ng o f the border,

President Amin said,

grati tude

That economic f actors not adequa telyper s e

theexp lain of Kenya-Ugandaerratic picture relat ions

perhaps besti s attested by Kenyan connivance 1 D
I s rae1’s raid Bn tebbe 1977.i D hason
documented evidence Israelit o show that pl a n e swar

18
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and from Uganda.t rans i t t owh i 1 eNa i rob ifuelled at on
despicable andAmin’s V i ewi ncomp 1i c i t y wasThis

she hadIn Kenya’s V i ew,conf1i ct i ve.

gearedforceanchoringbyanti-terrorist acausea n

47o f terrorismtowards salvaging victims

president Aminthoughthatobserves

trigger Kenyat oKenya war,reas ongave

flourishing tradetheo fbecauseof this
f r on Tab 1 enotedb e twowillenjoyed. ItKenyathat

contributed 85% o f1982 k e n y aand1969betweenthat
and Uganda. Betweenbetweent r ad e Kenyaexporttotal

of totalsheer 15%Uganda contributed athe years,same
C o n cu rren11y,coun tries.theexport trade between two

10% of the total import tradesheercont r ibu t edKenya a
the90% total i mpo r thad( 1969-82) U g a n d awhe reas

trade.

trade irabalance ofUganda therefore experienced a

has£3207 0 r w aabout shillings.

1970speriod 1980s.andobserved that this

Uganda’s o fto Kenya. Weeconomy became are

Kaleidoscopicthe opinion o fthe naturethat g i ven

the ca pab1ere1 a t i ons , into variablesinvest igationan
of explaining the necessary.IS3 ame

19
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Lu 1e’swithreinforcedi sob servationaboveThe

L u 1 e * sO nregimes.shortrelativelyB ina isa’sand
Kenyat osentdelegat i on(1979) wasadven t t o apower,

relations.goodforf oundat iforge o nt o a
Ugandagran tedgenerous 1yKenyaa ga i n ,In teres tingly

demurrageanda I 1 portandmillionKsh.20
theMombas a duringt randed a tcharge son

f o r e s a wthat Kenyai tWasUganda-Tanzania
thegovernmentLui es * s o r was1 a t i o n sbetter X nr c

for c o n t igrant assurancemillion a nKsh. 2 0

beenwh i ch have notquest ionsThes ecooperation? are
5 150 O k o t h andN s u b u g alikescholarsaddressed by

52 o f Kenya—aspectswr i 11 enallwho have o nTan don

Uganda relations.

role med i a t i n gleadingtook 1 n1985 ,I n Kenya a

’ sMuseven iUgandai nfactionsbetween opposing

( NRM ) and * sO k e 1 1 oMovemen tMat ional Resistance
Follow! n gmilitary which power.Junta 1 nwas

t o strikefactionsconsistent by the two a nfailure

26th,Octoberand25 thSeptemberagreement between

and Ire
omore

dr i ve?leading role in thisWhy did Kenya peacet ake a
she hadthatKenya realisedhas aargued that

Uganda. Shedes tinyi n t e rn a 1stake carving 1 nthe1 n

20
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hcrself i n s eeki n ginvolvedirectlytherefore had t o a

strife.to Uganda’s internal civil One wan tssolut ion

did need takethough that i t t o Kenyanotcommentt o

tradereal i s e that her t h Ugandathis long t o 1

i n terna1 s i tua t ion whether peace f u1depended theon

Uganda. I n view, thereotherwise i n our areo r

underl ay role i n thethatint ri nsic reasons

which factorstalks;1985 t oaimspeace

h i gh1i gh t.

despite Kenya * sthatintriguingi sIt moreeven
mediating role in the t a Iks t the 1987 , 1988yearpeace

1990 have witnessed f requent accusat i ons andand

the hos t i1i tyabout o fcounter-accusat ions another.one

has Ugandaaccused o f harbouringKenya f requen tly

dissidents thebent mayhem i n country.causingo n

Though President Mb aleatMuseveni 1987Mo i and met 1 n

sett 1 et o di fferences shoot-outcaused by thea ta

border town recent 1y onof Busi a. Augus tand 17thmore

therec 1990 . element o f doubt ab o n tstill lingers a n

other. instance not stoppedforKenya has

1 a i ra i n g that f f e r e d Kenyant oUganda passagec o

beaded Libya t o trainteenagers andfor t ocome

55theoverthrow Ken ya govej’nment

is evident fromIt rev i ewthe preceding literature
that that haveo f the patternsan

characterised Kenya ough t b e done -Uganda relations

21
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nat ionalh e a V i 1 y the interests o fThis wi 1 1 h i n ge on

o f thethe concerned. exam i na t i onstates An two states

and con f1i ct duringcoopera t i on certain periodsyear

effect depict the points o fwi 1 I in and/orcongruence

discordance of national interests.

I . 5 FrameworkTheore t i ca1

Theory has always served three important r o 1 es in

descr ip tion, explanation,soc i a 1 sc iences, t hat i sthe

and through theory thati sana lysis rt
betweencorrelati on Var i ables I n the

of cooperation conflict determinantsand o fcase a s

theories aboundstate t o expl a i nnumerous

the and/or their perpetuation. Suchoccurrence

t h eor i es include theory,the p ow e r

theory and decision-making theory.

For andmeaningful study of con fli cta cooperat i on

relations, theoreticalKenya-Ugandai n a

model that will ofboth aspect s investigationcapture

imperat ive. thesha 1 1this1 s cont ex t,I n we

national-interest power t heory. Be foreapproach

u 8 e f u iis t h a i:it themodel I exam i newe

probable theories approache® alluded to above.o r

D e c i s i importanton-sakijng t h e o r y i s a n

to the relations.s t udy of inter-state

Its utility lies i n that cu Iminatethe processes I n

22
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inter-stateaffectthatdec is i onscer tain

dec is i on-mak i ng forfmodelactThe oo r

make dec i s i ons withwhothe eIi t esexaminesi ns t ance

backgrounds , b i as es ,socialtheirpart i cu1 ar t oconcern

organizational orientation. I tandpeer-group
and non-segmented.un i t a rysocietytheperceives a s

58 contes t ed the o fass uiDp t i onhavelike DahlScholars
rati ona I i t yassumed o f itstheo fmode 1 b ecaus ethis

infallibilityand theact ors

modelorganizationalConsequen 11y, the process or

decision-making t heory I aysp 1 u r a 1 i s t approach t othe
f ormu1 at ed base dtheyemphas i s deci s i ons onareon as

interests acc ru i n g f romvarious divergent and corape ting

of theand i n teres t s nation­various valuesthe units I

state.

deci s i on-mak i ngThe howeverelitist approach t o

contends det erm i ned by elitesthat the resu I tants are

characterized bywhose perception of world politics is

act i V e and cooperationand latent among

inherent®ak ing inter-stateof forcethe ■» nuse
iDterac t ions.

Even though interdependence theory elucidates the

for doesi ti n t e r-s t a t e re I a t i ona,reasons

o feven t scon t inueshould 1 n

23
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in terdependencereali s tthetakeI fconflict. we

haveshouldrelat ionsKenya-Ugandathenperspecti v e,
been characterised by war.

theory does notinterdependencethatTo argue
o f inter-statean t eceden t stheaccoramoda teadequa t e1y

does notitthat answerrelations under

Inherent lyrelations.inconsistento fthe question
theory i sinterdependencetherefore, J n

o f divergentirrespect ivecontinued

national interests.

thehave useindicated earlier, weAs
theory. Ourthe powernational-interest

premi sedapproach i sinterestnat i onalof thechoice
con f1i ctand twothat cooperation arethe factupon

i trelations. findWeinter-statesides o f
nationaltheont opo i n tthisatnecessary

applicability to this s tudy.interest approach and its

given differinghaveThough scholarsva r i ous
concept national i tdef in i t i ons canof the

aftera tsimply abe the consensusseen as
beenhaveinto r eatsdivergentmultiplicity o f

considered. scholar has i t,putAs one

a 
a 

part icu1 ar

a 1 ways 
ectional

approach of

elaborate

cooperat ion

re 1 at ed

arrived

s tudy i s
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op ted to
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talkingwhent oquest ions comeVarious
genera 11ya tarrive adoHowinterest’. we'national

national-o fdefinitionacceptable o r
nationalthei nWhatt c r e s t ? 1 s1 n

g i venits peop1e a tand acountrygiveno finterest a

i ssue?certainregard toi n aandt ime

most62 theu sMorgenthau
n a t i on a 1To Morgen thau,cogen t answer.reasonabIy

I tinterests.conflictingo f"compromiseinterest a1 s
i sbutly .arrived a tidealnoti s an

constanto fproductrather a
64 an d63 like MagdoffScho1ars

V i ew.thissubscribe toPareto

interestthe nat i ona1thatnoteinipor tan t tIt o1 s
their statesmen.articulated byi snation-stateso f

entireo f thetheS t a t esmen being
t omeantinterests arecompetingo fcross-sect ion

entities.theseoffractional dichotomiest ranscend t he

sys t eminternalionalThe fact of an
nat ion-stateso fwhimscompeting

andsustenanceitsthe for power »search
statesmen .o fconcernthe

realistwhereas
overwhelmingtheo finconsiderationf roBi thesuf f ers

class,hisando finterests the s t at esmen
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68 V a r i o u stheaccounttakes intotheoryreal i s t

the n a t lon-f r orathatclassesand emergestructures

cons i dered def in i n gi nkeenlythataspectsstate; are

therefore,this contextr nnational interest.

nationalo frealist perspective interest 1 s

study.thisrelevant t omore

has been characterised withKenya-Uganda relations
The points i n time whenand cooperation.conflict

exp lained i n o fwas/i s terrasoccurred, i tcon f1i G t
the coun t ri es.o f Whenthe national-interestsclash

i n theoperation thrived/s there was/i s congruenceaco

theirrelated nationalentailed t otransact ions a s
Ugandaand two contiguousinterests. If Kenya are
interactionst he i r b emus tnation-states, then seen as
o f proximity.arising from fact Again, andthis

lattertherefore logically succeed ing the argument, a
national-interestso f the o fraee ting

Kenya and aboutdepicts agreementUganda necessarily
the the cont rary,perceived good Oninteract ion.i n a
parallel continuum nat ional interests o f Kenyatheo f
and that of Uganda about thedemonstrates non-agreement
conceived good in inter-state interaction.

To thetherefore, nationalrole o fend
interests in Kenya-Uganda greet 1yre I at ions osci1 la tes

of their power. search forThe
prest ige and guiding factor in inter-statepower as a

26
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relations i s best covered b y the nat ional interest
approach: What abou t thoughEven haspower
been variously defined, i n con text, i t will ref erour

the ab i1i t y oft o either Kenya or Uganda en forcet o its
in t eres ts vis-a-vis the other.

The variables under s t udy largely theencompass
national interests o f the two states. For ins t ance,
wh i 1 e examining the contribution of certain
i nternal poIi t i ca1 developments explain the nature
of Kenya-Uganda relations, o faspects events i n Uganda

that dictate conflictual cooperative tendencieso r

Such facets thatemerge. determine the nature o f

re1 at ions along the national interestsrun of Uganda.

As ** security” andargues o f

not static points i nare

internat ional syst em. The f actors that determine the .

nation-statesway relate o ther d i vergen t,eacht o are

and always changing. If Kenya and Uganda
bothare concerned theirwith security and survival,

then the perpetuat i on the i rof capab i1i t i espower goes
to enhance the same .

It for1 s ofreason that
have chosenwe the national interest approach of the

power theory as theoret i cal f ramework.our

27
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Flypotheses Conceptual ization1.6

Conf1i ctKenya 

Po1i fc i ca1
Uganda Cooperation

theThe foregoing figure is tomean t serve purpos e

indicated,illustrating hypo t h e s e s . A so f our our

subdiv idedinterven ing var i ab1es into economi c andare

po1i t i ca1 f act ors. Th es e variables explain themay

cooperat i ve conflictual o fnature relationsand/or

between correlationKenya and Uganda. A o f the

economic anddoneand i s relatedpo1i t i ca1 f ac tors t o

the various cooper a t iveandconflictive t s .even

Consequent Iy, demons t r a t esonly theabovethe f i gure
kind of matri explanat ionthat will guide of theources
hypotheses

1.7

B ilateral1) conf1icti nf1uencesinteract iont r ade
and/or cooperation between Kenya and Uganda.
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thathypo t hes i s suggest 5thisSpeci f i cal 1y,a)
h i ghercoun trysurpluses toif t rade areone

thenthe other.accruingthose t othan

likely toconf1ict i s occur»

that cooperat ion b eb) It also suggests acan

gains from tradeo ffunction

imb a 1 an ce.t hedes p i t einteraction

political development in Uganda influence2) Internal

between Kenyacooperat ion andand/orconflict
Uganda.

thathypothesis suggestsa) Sped f ica 11 y , this
Uganda, trans latepo1i t i caI instability i n

into conflict with Kenya.

b) unstablethatIt regimes i nsuggestsalso
to cooperates with Kenya.Uganda, 1 ikelyare

3) The influenced/s theSACo f the
conf1ictual i nt erac ti ons betweencooperat ivean d
Kenya and Uganda.
a) the factors that ledlar reference,

to leado f the EACthe break-up t o confli cts
between Kenya and Uganda.

b) It the f actors thatthatalso assumes

culminated o f thebreak-up EACthei n

Kenya andengender(ed) betweencooperat i on

Uganda.

29
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I . 8 Met hodo1ogy

willLibrary research theconsti tute dominant

of investigation.source

this t u d y i s essentiallys

documen tary, h inging majorly secondary o fon sources
in f ormat i on ,

o f inf ormat i onThe secondary sources will i nclude

j o u r n a 1 magaz ines , books,newspapers,

trade yearbooks,annualstatist!cal abstracts, pub lie

suchdocumen ts otherand any

shall b ethat givingi n appropriate
inf orma t i on.

1 - 9 Data analysis

The relevant collected,data sha11 be recorded and
anaysed. will b eemphas isPart i c u 1 a r laid o n
associat ion and interveningindependen to f the

with the im of illuminating on the patternsa
of conflict theand cooperation between two count r i es.
Thus associat ions depictdrawn t o causa 1are

var i ables. Such findingsbetween are

used for descriptive, tabular and explanative anaysis.
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Definit ion of concepts3. I

a )

cooperat iono fcondi tiontheFor purposes,our
con f1i c tempirically exists when there iI s

diplomaticThus ,countries .the twobetween
h i gh-levelcommuni ques,o festablishmentsvisits,

indicatorsthemeetings aregovernemn t

cooperat ion

Con f1i ctb)

of conflict empirically obtains whenThe condition
denials.accusat ions,rejections,ex pu1s i ons,

Kenya-Ugandacharacterisethreatdemands o r

interact ion.

Internal Poli t ical Developmentsc)

political events inspecifically refer to theThis

relates t oshethatUganda the way

politicali □indicatedKenya. 1 s

governments,ofinstab i1ity, changesnumerous

thecreatedpoli t ical turnoil , state uponthei . e

civilbyof 1 aw order,andbreak"up

coHipe t ingb yand for powerstrife

NationalUgandathefract ional entities like
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(NLF). the Natl on a 1Liberat ion ResistanceFnon t

(NRM), the Uganda Peoples ( UPC )CongressMoV emen t

Reb e1s.the Anyanyaor

(d) define theTens ion; t ens ionWe condition i nas

and Uganda relatebothwh i ch Kenya t o each o t eh r
Thuswith aboutovert c a u t the1 o n - suspicion

un d e r 1 i es thiso f therintent ions party tension.e 1

confl icts amidsti s i n constantr t seen c o -

f r onstat emen t soperat ive f requen t eithereven t s,

side about each hos tile behaviour,others cons t an t
a 11 acks • magi n i fi ed’either side. borderpres s on

ski rm i s hes wh i ch cap tured by the print med i aare

botht o co un tries.al arm Tens i on docause not1 n

conflict but pre-d ispose theper s e cause
part i es man i f es tconcerned emp1oyt o confli ctor

behaviour; u 1 d endeavourthey t o attain
incompa t i b 1 e ob Jectives.

(e) Power: This the capac i t y o fi s stateseen a s a
ei ther cont rolUganda f ore i gnt o po1i cyo r

Thes eot her. capab iIi t i eso f the are
b road1y mentalphysi ca1 objects ava i1ab1eany or

instas i nducemen t,o frument s reward,persuasion,
threat They include otherspuni shment.or among

harbour f ac i1i t i es, industrial and manufacturing
capacity and trade—b1ockage ability.
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1.9.2 Chapt er Layout

how trade interact ionsChapter exam inestwo

between and Uganda have influencedKenya cooperat ion

conflict between theand/or countries.two I t

association betweenexamines the certain political

trends tradeand certain in interact ion betweenevent s

the two countries. It cont inuity i n

relates theand conflict t ocooperat ion tradea s

t rends.

three the role o fdeals withChapter certain

internal political deve1opnen t s i n Uganda theya s

influence the conflictive and/or cooperative nature of

relations between Kenya and Uganda. This chapter shows

the significance of certain political even t s in Uganda
they dictate national-intereststhe o f Uganda andas

to Ugandas relat ion
with Kenya.

Chapter four attempts to demonstrate the role the

break-up of the the nature of relationsEAC has had on
between Kenya o fSome theUganda.and pertinent
factors dissolut iontherepons ible off or the EAC are
examined with to showing how abortive efforts atV i ewa

integration conflict and/or coopefQtioncan cause

between two contiguous nation-states.
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demonstrateandeventually dissectsfiveChapter
theallIt will mainlycollected.datathe covers

theythis study farbasic i nt ohypo theses areas as

the validity of threed isproved. Thus , theproved or

tested in this chapter. Thishypotheses is chapter

recoramendat ions ,generalalso P o 1 icy

raising issues forbesidesrecoramendat i ons,

research.
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relat i on t oi nthat ournotet oi mpor t an ti s11
deve 1 oprnen t spoliticalinternalUganda’shypo t hcs i s.

manifesttheo Temphasized becauseare

t o Kenya.Ugandai ni ns t ab i1i t y aspolitical

i si n s t ab i1i t ypolitical seen asthere f ore,eff ectI n

politicalandeconomiceznergi ngthe condition upon
Consequently.sys t em.poli t i caltheo fmismanagement

a t t emp t s t oincessanti nb e seencan

grand iincreaseddis-affection, o s epoliticalquell

o fcontinued ramplingtanddevelopment schemes

underthe periodDuring1 ibert i es.citizenry’s civil

obtained i nothersamongconditions

theimpacthadUganda. o nsetting a nSuch a

interact ionand cooperative dyadicconflictive

the two count r i es.
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CHAPTER TWO

AAD UGANDAINTERACT IONS BETWEEN KENYATRADE

Introduction2.0

usually rot a t enation-statesb e tweenInteract!on
exchanges.socio-culturalandd i p1omacyt rade,around
First, n oreas ons.becausetheThis i s case

i sinternational systemthei nnation-state
sei f-totallydependen t o rindependent,

sufficient.

contiguity burgeoned by t hepr ox im i^t y andSecond,

nation-statesthatdictatebeingso f humansoc i ab i1i t y
the i rforfitdeemedtenet s wh i chexchange cultural are

b ethusinteract ion asseenBi lateral canwelfare.
towards mutuallesso r

forperpetually hankernation-statesEven though
theinterac t ion,po 1 i t i calandau tua1i ty economic1 n

attributesdiverse powero f anddifferentfact
theseeventual possibilityencumbers

betweeninteractionscon t ex t ,exchanges. I n this
inherent lyb e a snat ion-s tates alsocan

L e v e 1 s o fand conf1ict;characterised with cooperation
di f f eronlynothowevercoope rati on and may

byact ionsparti cularo falso shift even tbut thei n

these nation-states.
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give conflict suchimportant to note thati sIt we

denials,accusations,rejections,indicators a s
indicators accordthreats. Thiswarningsdemands, or

rr real!t y n i n inter-stateconflictthe concept
able to know whenTo this effect,interactions.

abovethewhen act ionshasconflict o r
the two countries.given betweenstatements are

Kenya-Uganda tradeaddresseschapterThis
thei npolitical even t s twoSpecificinteractions.

certain tradeI inkedre1a t ions t ostates’ foreign are
tradethen, i s toThe maintrends. co-varypurpose

conflict iveand/orthetotrends

that at the end of the inquiry, theWeevents. presume
willrole of trade in Kenya-Uganda relations have been

explicated.

We shall approachchrono logical thist ouse a
examinat ion. that the period 1964-1990By this

be dividedwill sub-periods. sub­variousinto
periods will regimecertain sessions inwithcoincide

be noted howeverit thatLetor Kenya.
rea I ly is Ugandain thati t the changes our

being, will b eandreason a s
inferred from the inquiry, Uganda depended BO re o n

regimes provideconsequently changes in UgandaKenya; s

andinteract ionstradefora
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Kenya-Uganda relations.effect Onultimatetheir on

occurredhas onlyhand leadership changeother,the
Kenya’s f orei gn po1i cy1978.i n Kenya; s t ancesonce

relatively continous. Again Kenya’sthus beenhave
stability makespolitical i t possible forrelative
her.

National-Int i n Tradeo f2.1 Convergence
1964-1976)Interaction?,

* Jus t po1i t i ca1ly andmodern nat i ons areas
do t heyeconom i cal 1y interdependent, relyso

and commodities

them developwh i ch enable andt o sustain

This of analys isassert i on thatintroduces
find ffleaningful here.we

On level, o fi dea i stheone
cons i dered has i c Kenya-Uganda Thisi n 1 s

the depend eachthe on
and export/import Evenserv1ces.

thethen , w a s / i sextent whichto economy moreone
dependent on effect how this af fectsthe other and i n

c o un t ri es This point ofthe examined.re 1 at ions is
departure is predicated indiv idua 1thatthe pos i t ionon
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governments at tempt b en e f i t from internat ionalt o

exchanges while upholding much sovereignty i sa s a s

Second, the concept national-interest i s regarded
vital t hes e inter-state t r ad e exchanges. Nat i ona11 n

in teres t s ’ define count ry’s percept i on o f its gooda

vis-a-vis the Thus, i n Kenya-Ugandarest. trade

i n t erac t ion, the good of both countri es meant t o b e1 s

consistent ly upheId. The i n t r igu i ng aspect however is

that certain na t i ona1 i n teres t s sacri f iced theare on

ofalter econ oro i c ga ins. Such assert i on takes intoan

theaccount fact that the s carcity o f economic

and t he i r cent ra1i ty i n fulfillingresources nat ional

values and aspirations makes i n the
international frequently of economics ys t en

We deemnow i t timely to analyse these t r en ds.
t rade figures between andKenya Uganda for

the 1964-71years (Tab1e One) indicate there was
gene ra1 Uganda’si n exports t o 11 i s
for thattwo Uganda’sFiguref r ojn net
f ore i gn 1964 and 197 1b e t V# e e n h i ghe r than

of Kenya.that this respect> KenyaIn paid i nmore
ofterms Aga i n, whereascurrency

Uganda * s percent age of totalshare inexports i n t ei—
tradestate osci1lated between Ksh.69 and
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tot a 1percentage-1 i bl ion.X s h. 10 0
K s h . 4 8.63 h i f t e d betweentradeinter-stateexports I n

comparat i ve I y02 i Ilion;K s h . 6 0 rangeail 1 ion t o a

CertainTwo ) .Uganda's (F i gu rethin reasons

imbalance.tradethisforably account

Each Coun try's S X p o r tS h a resTable ■ .VOne:
ExportsExportsYears

77 1048551964
742547 131965
72.8360.001966
63.5557.101967
30.005 1.401968
82.8557.101969
85.701970 48.55
91.401971 57.10
95.631972 5 1.40
97 . 101973 57.10
100.001974 60.00
100.001975 57. 10
1 00.OO1976 52.83

197 1.Kenya,Abst ract so f Statisticalfigures:Source

1978197 5 ,
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that thereFigure twodeduce fromOne werecan

trade interaction.Kenya-Ugandaand i nfalls rises
be tween 1967Kenya generallyUganda’s t oexports rose

ana lysis o f thisindepth t rendThough1976.and an

to note that betweenwill be done shortly, it

relatively s tab 1 eUganda had1967 1973,and economya

po1 i t i ca1 mismanagement. It i shardly ravaged by 1 n

Uganda ably exported goods notedthatthis context as

the above paragraph.i n

Kenya and Uganda broadlythe periodI n too,same

e ff ortscooperated.

development in bothnation-building econom icandat

littlecountries. end therefore, conflict-thisTo

generat ing evident i n Kenya-Ugandaagents were

i n t e ract i on; f rom 1971.apart

The formation African Coaununi t y I BAC)the Eastof

with inter-state trad ingapparatus a Isoenhancedfor
explains the heightened export Uganda after

1967.

The with a 11 endan tcreati on o f commona

machinery tradefor theenhancing two

countries contributed increased trade. factorThisto

thus correlates positively with cooperation.
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Kenya Ugandahand , the t radethe other expo rtOn

straight line. this regardrelatively [ nawas o n
Kenya’s Uganda during thistherefore, t o periodexpo r t s

affected by conflict.relatively notwere

formative o fDuring the country*years s

o f theirthe major aimeconomies , governments was
I t has fordevelopmen t . instanceinternal economic

the o f' t hroughou t Kenyat t a’thatbeen argued y e a r s s

theabou t benef i tsamb i gu osrema i nedpres i den cy, Kenya
, 6n e i ghb o ur sof close cooperation with Kenya hadits

gradual ly become theexcluded from mainstream o f

regional politics after had regroupedTanzania with

i nZ amb i a the "Hu 1 ungush i c 1 ub There i nI s a way

wh i ch Kenya noDchalanttheref ore became about trading

with Uganda. trade t rendsthis betweenPut theway,

two countries between 1964-1971 exp1 a i n o faspectone

their relations. i n-as-rauch-as sheVisibly, t r a d e d

with Uganda *the fact o f t h5 w 1

T a n z a n i a and Zambia pres t i ge . factp i s s e d a

that indifference t o genera 1 EastKenya’s

Africa another i n 1965.cooperation. (MayAt

seizedKenya o f7 5 beingtons weapons

transported ecretly from Tanzania via Kenya. Whethers

des t i ned for Congo 1es e rebels, the Ugandano fremn an t s

forcesborder defending 0 b o t eunits fromArmyo r

internal oppos i t i on, the sparked conflict inweapons a

50

K e n y at' a

lev

Chi n e s e

explai ns

all ianc©Uganda,

e 1 ,

the

r»7



o f thereleasetheToKenya-Ugandan relations. secure

0 b o t esoldiers,Ugandanaccompanyingtheandarras
apology” t omakeNa i rob i t otravelled t o a

the Kenya government.

deduct ion thattheillustrateseventThis

withnecessar i1y tradet araperd o notpo 1 i t i ca1 events

Kenya and Uganda. Tab 1 e showstwobetweeninteract i on s
exports t o Ugandaherthat Kenya

of Ksh.55 millionincreaseKsh.252ni to Ksh307ra,f r ora an
the iseosi ns ingle eventf ind this( 1964-1965) . We a

Kenya’saboutargumentearlierof theindicationclear
for internal economic development;and Uganda’s concern

national interests.demonstrative off acet corea

Two:Tab 1 e

f roaYears

+

o fSource:
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Exports to 
Uganda

Imports 
Uganda

1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
197 1
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976

107
164 
190_
93
92
163
133
222
178 
345 
510 
488
522

252 
307 
337 
296
265 
319 
334 
383
330 
436 
586 
517
537

Review 
1976

increasedactually

D i rect ion of Intel—Country Trade Between 
1964-7 6 (Million Shi 11ings)

’’person a 1

East African Community :
Economic Activities in the EAC,
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1966that , markedindicatesF i g u r e Two a

o f Kenyas Uganda.high exports t o Itrelatively point

this that cooperationa t stageus e fu1 asserti s t o
countries h i g h 1 .a th ebetween twot was a

cooperative tendencythisImpor t an 11y however, was a

o f thetabl ishment East A f r itheo ffunct ion cane s

thefrom i V es t towardsE AC ) . Apart(Communi ty r

the f orma t i on o feconomicaraaigaraa ti n g

ami cab 1 e relat ionsf orpropel 1ed the drivethe EAC as

Why didrequ i red Kenyai n tegra t i on exportconsensus.

this ThisUganda than vicea t t imet omore

understanding the antecedentques t i on pert inent i n1 s

factors explain the o ft r ade that nature Kenya-Uganda
relations. explanation i s foundvalid i n K e n y a sA

9relatively potentialities^.bet ter i ndus trial Kenya
beenhad a 1developed industria n cuma s

agricultural theby depart ingenclave Af r i caEas t1 n

had theShe effect comparat ivei n
t han Uganda.exporting moreof

However, the precedingt o t rendsadvance i s also

sugges t that had fort o Uganda not export ingreasons

elsewhere. could havenotPreci ae1 y .

continual ly depended 11 a d she theKenya powero n

1 i ty t ocapab i be o f exp1 ana t i on,i ndependent In way

and UgandaKenya share border with the lattercommona

landlockedbeing theTo that Kenyacoun try. extenta

53

capab i1i t i es,

economic leverage

1 e V e

versa?

colonialists .

Uganda



UgandaMombasa,goods i nherforoutlethadhas a n
I 1 Consequently,t radere —expor tforKenyare1i es on

from Kenyagoodsimported a 5o flevelhighthe

branddemonstratesTable two aindicated o n

the KenyanUgandas dependencet eeped i n oncooperation s

port .

tradegeneral sense,I n a
that d e s p i t eillustratethen1960stheinteractions 1 n

development, theireconomici n terna1withthe concern
i ns t ancetheDuringcooperative. onerelat ions were

commodi t i esforneedthehead ,reared itscon f1i ctthat
12coun triesthe twobetween

andbetween Kenyaconf1ict1971 . thereI n awas
o f KenyansOb o t e ’ sUganda President ionupon

Kenya’s exportsthiswork i ng DuringUganda. year ,in

i 1 1 i o n . Thus ,K m s h. 3 8 3Uganda o fhitt o mapexa n
grown by Kmsh.135 millionKenya’s Uganda hadexports t o

theTwo) . At1964 (Tab 1eb e tween 197 1 s ameand
f r o nworth o f goodsimpor t ed mi 11i on115Kenya K s h .

linkFor showing thepurposes of
a n d / o 1cooperat i veKenyan workers
Tab 1 <figuresthenature relati onship, onof
197 I ,afterlucid thatuseful» i sftThree prove

K£m19,150m t<f r omincreasedexport s to Uganda
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much closerK£ 1 , 992 1 977 . scrut i ny, thei n 0 n
the con flictive (1971) ,imreedlate after even t

K£1.740.her b yincreased exports BeforeKenya

the s i gni f i canceex t r i ca t e o f thea 11 emp ti ng ab o V et o

look at Ugandas part of thef igures, let t rade.us

Selected years 1971-87 (K£)Kenya*s Trade with Uganda«Table Three:

1983 198519811979 19871971 1973 1975 1977

Exports 19,150 21,890 25,865 51,992 37,747 52,611 71,476 70,071 69.687

4,6688,026 581 1,010Imports 1,447 804 855 2,585 910

Source:

Still Kenya * s imports f romTable Three, Ugandaon

fell f rom K£8,026m 1977.K£58lro in1971 Iti n t o i s

thus safe to tradeargue that Kenya’s export to Uganda
inversely proportionalgrew t o thata n o fmanner

Uganda. Save Obote’s act ion of expelling Kenyanthis.

resident didUganda impairi n not trade

The f i gures on

three howeverTable demonstrate dispari ty i n Kenyana
exports as opposed from Uganda. This f actt o impor 13

to be demonstrated inthen goes trade irebalancethe

between and Uganda which i s even more
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(IMF)
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workers 
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Monetary Fund 
1977,

Compiled from International 
(Direction of Trade STatistics (1974, 
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Tab Ie One, At this point, wants t oon one
draw ce r tain deduct ions about the 1971 and theevent
succeding trends of trade.

Eseenti ally, Kenya in ternswas Bore
of comtDod i ties when compared t o imported
h e a V i ] y interestingf rOBJ Kenya . The o f thisaspect
dependency however that didi t not intowas
the political XD u c h reducet o K e n y a sarena, s o a s

dislocateexports, t o the cooperat ivenor even nature
of relations between them. Again, i t is significant to

thatreiterate there of national-was congruencea

basedinterests their trade. Ultimately then, ifon
Uganda t o tamper wi th the general lywas collaborative

ofnature this cou 1 d em a n a t e d f rom the
concern trade. This is facet ofa
Kenya-Uganda trade that shall a 11 em p t t o addresswe
shortly. It indeed conflictrelates t o and t rade
imbalances.

slightlyAt a d i f f erent 1 eve 1 , the i mm e d i a t e
gainst an gi b1e to b e ex t ra c ted from o fexportation

goods overrode the conflict caused by expulsion o f
Vie thusworkers. with Adrianneconcur Armstrongs
that,assert ion nat i on witha

econoiD i cgreat resources has inf1uencemore eventson
i n the international system and greater securi t y
against
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For d rawt o adequateus about the
conflictual nature o f relations created b y trade

i mb a 1 an ces, need to examine Amins adven twe t o power.

Gen era I rdi Amin Dada , the military during

President ’ s reign staged de tata i n
Sep t ember 1971 wh i 1 e the latter attend ingwas Uniteda

Nat i ons Conf erence a t Singapore. We shal1 the

effect o f this even t Kenya-Uganda trade andon and
ult imately relations betweenon under

sub — title.a new

2.2 Incon s Xericx iE Trade Patterns; A ^p^e c^_t s
Conflict and Coopera t i on (1971-1978)

Bef ore embark examining the naturewe o fon trade
interactions between 1971 and 1977, it t o
examine

In fairly broada Kenya-Uganda export t r adesense,

197 1 while her imports from

It i s t o infer that Kenya

experienced t rade surpluses t o the tune o f
We that thiswant to argue nature of 1 op­

trade interaction ind isposed the general ly

of Kenya-Uganda relations. Such
deduc t ion is evidenced ina 1977 when the EAC broke up .
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Upon the colleipse of the ma rket, the latentcommon
Kenya’sdia — affection with dominant position thei n

Af r i can Market Uganda’sfallEast in iinpor t s froms aw a

i s safe thatKenya. It t o such fall emanatedargue a

Uganda * sf r om the endeavour part t o seek for otheron
(Rwanda,markets other than Kenya; Zaire, Burundi).

the n a t i on a1 interestsImportantly therefore. o f
dictated this tradethatUganda based t rend.on power

andthis 1977 1979,Despite trend between Kenya * s
exports to Uganda hit after f i vean apex

the low of K£37,747M.from Worth of rei terat i onyears
f act that t hethe trade imbaIance between thei s two

countries thus perpetuated. These state of affairswas

funct ion of the lopedawere export

of Kenya;sector deliberatelywh i ch had been built by
Britishthe colonial Again, Uganda’smasters.

* Economic War ’ incapacitatedaga ins t hadAs i an s the
thereby enhancedUganda ando f her

Kenya.on

i s11 uni ikethatequal 1y F i g u r eclear one,
Uganda’s genera 11 yexports deci ined b e t w e c iiKenyat o

and 1987.1971 Amin *sbe argued elsewhere,willAs

poIi t i ca 1 and economic ripples■ ot i on
af f ectedthat Uganda ’ s the i nab i1i t yDue t oeconomy.

internalwith its demandseconomy t o cope
politicalf or and ab i1i t yeconomi c participati on. Its
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t o expor t t o Kenya levela t c oranien s urate wi th her,a

1 owe r. This fact i s nevertheless cogn izant o fwas

Uganda’s landlockedness. Of importance then , Kenya’s
Uganda higher becauseexports t o Kenya * s Mombasawere

port handled Uganda’s re-export trade.

level,On general the preceding f i g u r ea more

illustrates the 1 arge1y cooperative nature o f Kenya-
Uganda interact ion. compleniental i tyThe o f needs I s

evident Uganda’s lower tradeexport and her1 n

concora i t an t dependence forKenya re-expor t t rade.on
Kenya’s herOn part, enhanced tradeexport to Uganda

makes cooperat ion salient; conflict-causing agen ts are
s i de1inedthus i n the bid upho1dt o the foothold on

Uganda’s market. shallWe a 11 empt ana1ys is o fnow an

tradethese t ren ds and link t h en with certainup

conf1ictive or copperative events.

In 1972, Pres i den t visited KenyaAmin where h e
held d iscuss i ons J O ID oPresidentwith II o n
matters of mutual theinterest between two
It was that)announced ( thatafter the Uganda-8 oon
Tanzania border July(cl os ed s i nee the year )previous
would be Uganda * s Minister for Info rmat ion
and Broadcasting Mr. disclosed thatHaburi the decision

had been i"csched becaus the usefulof outcome of thee

wh i chdec i 3 i ons had withIdi hadAmin Pres ident
25i nKenyatta Nai rob i ” Kampa1 aRadio repor ted
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on November 19th that Pres i den t Am i n had re t u rn ed from
Na i rob i where he had held discuss ions with Pres i den t

ma 11 erson i n t eres t b e tween two
coun tri es and prob 1 eras existing Uganda and

The border was reopened by
Pres i den t Amin a t a ceremony a t the border V i1 I age o f

November 21ston i n the presence o f Kenya’s
M i n i s t ers for foreign A f f a i r s , Power, Communications
and Finance.

Four i s generala increase
to Uganda from t ook over

power. general decli nea i n the
imports from Kenya between 1971 and 1977 . r n muchas

Kenyaas received Amin’s advent t o favourab1power y,
the ironically divertedevent
Ugandas trade through Tanz an i a. Thus , s ince Uganda-
Tanzania borders had been opened,now Uganda export ed
goods to Tanzan i denied Kenya the trade
leverage she 16hi therto enjoyed

It will also b e noted that the good favour with
which Keny a rece i ved o f ^ua rd i n Uganda
s t emmed f ronj the withconcern s ’’move t o the
left”. had feared acquintance with
socialist developmentt o would easily
ingratiate him with President Nyerere of Tanzania whose
deve1opmen t Poli ci es (in thewere Arusha Declarat ion
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theactual wasconcernI n sensesocialistic.1967 )
o floomingthebearing powe rali en a t ed Kenyawith an

i deo1ogy.wi thcoun tries commonaneighbouringtwo

ideologicalaboutKenya’s a nconcernBasic t o
o f herquestiontheAfrica, wasEasti nall iance

i nprimeCold-Warthetime, wasthisDur ingsecuri ty.
makers.policyf oreignAfrica’so fconsiderationsthe

wou 1 dchessboardEast-Wes tthethatThere worryawas
o fsovereigntyattainedthesubs urn eonlynot

hertiealsowouldbutstates,African
thisI n sameblocs.theo feitherwithe c on omi e s

herthatinterestnat ionalKenya’sit t orespect, was
s ys ternpolitical wasandeconom i ccapitalist-oriented

A f r i c a nBastthewithinespeciallythreat ened,not

regi on.

clearlyKenyathatnoteIt i s crucialt hen t o

h ethatsuppos ingsuppo r t ed Am in’s t oadvent power.

pproaches t osocialist oriented 3wou 1 d steer f romaway

developroent.

thatremembert oI t equally1 s

Pres i den t Aa i n was

Kenya andbetweent hetherefore had to bridge gapAmin
Tan zan ia’sof counterbalancingwithUganda the purpose

abouttooUganda wasindisposition towards her. weary

factthewithC omb i n edasyIum inOb o t e ’ s Tanzania.
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bolster herreg i on t otheally intha t an
factKenya;identifiedAmin aI egi t imacy, more

during this periodcooperationt he i rforwhich accounts

1971 .after

Amin’sofana lyses i npreceeding two presenceThe
the o f t radenecessarily explain naturedo notpower

have observed,and Uganda. As weKenyabetweent rends
the countri es.be tween twothrivecont i nue t odidt r ade

lessthat Uganda t oextentthet oHoweve r,
where incoopera t i ve even tthei ni sKenya

Bas icTanz ani a.Uganda and t obetweenmed i at edKenya
hostilityinherentemergen ttheneventthis an1 s

hostility b as edThisKenya and Uganda. was onb e tween
Kenya’s f r i end 1y o fges t u reUganda’s toindi f f erence

the general downward trend o fend tmed i at i on. thisTo
imports from Uganda (Figure Two) is exp 1i cab 1e.

aboutobservationinitialTo back t ogo our

be tweencooperat i on thecon fli ct being bysuperceded

the following commenttwo nation-states and V ice versa.

illustration;of President Amin serves
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- H z e e Jomo Kenyatta- We in Uganda 
Mzee’s great concern for East African 
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fact that he has sent all his cabinet ministers to 
be present on this ----------



foregoingtheo f a 1 1.light arguments,theI n

relat ionsKenya-Uganda Aid in’sconflictual even upon

not reflected in trade t rends.t oadvent

the even ti s thatOf salient recognition too , s aw

f r om Uganda.A.S i an entrepreneurso fAmin expel scores
As i anthe communi t y engagedAmi nPres i den t

that had led to capital OU t f1owtrading malpracticesi n
19 Ngunyi aptly observe,andAdarAsf rom Uganda

197 1 significantlyaftertradeexportUganda’s

Three, Uganda’sTab 1 eindicated i nA sdecreased.

Km£504 1977 .Km£8,026 i nt ofell f romexports to Kenya

Adar and Ngunyi argues,As

t o

initialo f o n ourFor purposes

t r ade f i gu res till 1 a terproscratination certainof a

foregoing provides basis for analysis.theperiod, a

desperate attempt to boostaction lay a
21Africa. To theBast ex t entthe prestige of Uganda in

backyard” of Kenya,Uganda ’’economi cthewasthat
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peri Isthe ec on on] i c of Ugandarejuvenat ingendeavour a t

that J eopardi zed theeventsextraino t i on statei nset
the two countries.betweenre1 a t i on so f

expel 1i ng the AsianbyEssentially, commun i ty,

shattered givenlocalUganda’s was

al locatedAf ricans the Asianindigenousthethat
iinterested mass i v ebus inesses were

* den i ed’ wealth. Leas thithertoo fexploitation were

abou tbothered s us t a i nab1eentrepreneursAf ri canthe
22bus i nessesthei ni nves traenteconomic

propuls ion thethen ,even tthis a o nt o wasBasic
lesserdemonstrates.Table ThreeAstrade arena.

EV i den 11y then, whereasUganda.accrued f r omexports
1971 andKenya

worth Km£.20,866goodsexport edon 1 yUganda1987, 1 D

experienced tradethusUgandaperi od. athe s ame
Th i s i mba1anceKm£.30,143.o fimb a 1ance thet o tune
con t ro1 led 93Kenyathis:trans lates i n topercentage

the two count ri esbe tweentradeofcent the totalper
theWithin o f1980s.1970sthe s ameand the span1 D

cent of Kenya-Uganda7Uganda controlled only pert ime ,

trade .

for this shortcoming.order compensateIn to
deviationarysought forD a d aPresident I di Amin

territory i no f Kenyanhe claimed portionstactics;
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entrepreneurial base

merely

allocated

exported goods worth Km£.322,209 between



cou 1 dthat b eact ionconf1i c t i V eThis awas
wh i chleveraget radeKenya’s exportthrough

surpluses.tradehergave

tradeKenya-Uganda byo f85.7%controlledKenya

2 4 therefore, cooperationrespectthisI n1975

b rewedBeingI op-s i ded na t ure.o ft houghcont inued a

cooperat ion 1 a t entsuch wasbackdropthei n
1 a i m sUganda’s borderi n c o ncon flict i

f m i X e daspectsSuch ofoilow i n gthe year .Kenya

Kenya -Ugandas t rands i nconflictiveand

tructural-realistica c c o u n tintot ake srelat i ons

conditionsnation-stateendogenousab outprovis ions
24interact ion Asnat ion —s tates' oneintospringing

endeavour t ostates a c q u1 re,asserts,choiar aptlys
25 thet ocapab i1i t i es MoreexpandandSUS tain power

politicalandeconomiccertainundercase

Uganda determineandboth Kenyaf r oraemana tingfac t ors

othera c h andwithtrading interactions e

Uganda relations.o V e r a 1 1 Kenyacorrespondingly on

trade interactions,o fnatureThe inconsistent

demonstrated i nf urtherUganda i sKenya andbet w.e e n
Kenya * ss hows thatFourTab 1 eafter 1976.the

K£51.992 i n1 97 6K£33,162 i n t oexports increased from
engendered byrelat ionsdesp i t e t ensethe i wra.i nen t1977

t er r i t ory.border designs KenyanAib i n * s on
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Ienya*s Fracte with Uganda ti2Z^J,'2Z2i Figures in K.llOOflFable Four:
1976 1977 1978 1979197519741973197219711970

37.74138.43333,162 51,99232.91039,67629.55716,50714,150Exports 16,698

318 581 1,9771,486 8043.8434,8607,4478,026Imports 10,048

31,424 32,344 51,411 36,456 39,94335.83324.6978.92411,124Balance 6,650
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Source: Coipiled fro« Ecpnoaic SurveT (Republic of Uganda 1973, 1978. 1981, Mean Exchange 
Rate (1970-79) - H - 2.69 USt
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Tab I e also showFourFi gures siightlyon a

1980 .different pattern from 1978 to r t i s notewor t hy
exports fell from K£51,992Kenya’s i n 1977that t o

the East1979. A f rleanK£37,747 i n

embroiled inCommunity had a
relates to Kenya, Oko thUganda. Aswith stateswar

relations thereUganda-Kenya* Forthat: were
narae-cal1ing confrontationmuds 1i ng i ng,he ightened

o fpursuits separa t e andaggress i veandpo1i t i cs
therhetoric tothedes p i t edivisive ways

ofThis(sic).
relates to Kenya. Evenre 1 a t i ons i n

halt in oft rade did not comethen ,

such conf1icts.

why Uganda’sclearnot exactlyhoweverIt 1 s
K£ 1,977f rom i nKenya should have fallent oexports

f oundA probable1979.K£8041978 to in
"reducedUganda’scalledhaswhatin

economy hadUganda’sindust rial output”.
proJ ect s,econ om i cthe 1970s grandiosein

which drained the country off resourcesof public funds
Mi chael Twadd1egenera t ing revenue.requisite for

that :argues
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* The 
years

experienced
V’

mi sman agemen t

budgets. 
deve1 opmen t 
to S h160 
percent of the

from previous 
expenditure on

con t rary’

noticeable change
* _ • fin

defense in both the recurrent and development
Military spending in the 
budget Jumped from Sh51 million 

million and currently absorb^^ 25 
total development budget’

the trade arena as

DOS t 
is the large increase

situation lucidly indicates the state

collapsed and Tanzania was

During this period

to a

Jorgensen

the condition

reason can be



activityindustrialex amp 1e,for was 1 n1977By
i ndustrial cheni ca 1 s andofproduct i ondecline,

Manufacture of met a 1down by 50%.fertilizers was
factoriesonlydown t o aproducts was
28producing below thirty (3055) of capacity Thiswere

export and import trade i nthe decline inaccounts for

the period noted above.

inf erences ab OU ttherefore draw certainOne can
Though1970s. Ugandathei nre1 a t i onsKenya-Uganda

belligerent stat emen t sreleased overtly
con t i nued t radeforneedtheKenya,V i s-a-vis

fences ** .in teract ion
dependenceoff act ontheConsequen t1y,

the role o ftakingalwaysUgandacu1m i n a t e d i n
herKenya did notreconci 1i a t or.

cooperat i onThus ,attribute of the Mombasa port.p owe r
assertion begsSuchcon f1ic t. an

depiction ofi1lustrativeFor a more
Figure Three accordsthe 19703 t usinteraction ai n

Fi gure TWo,Asanalysis.basis in

export trade with Uganda generally betweenroseKenyas
Uganda’s exports t oand 1979. the contrary,On1970

Kenya generally fell.
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the case with

fifth and sugar

take this role due to



from this general inf eren ce thatdeduceOne can
has been ana lysedthough certain

the foregoing) interspersed Kenya and Uganda, thei n
between theinterests twot rad i n go fconcurrence

Suchconf1i c t s. mu t ua1theseoverrodecountries
1op-s i ded Kenya * st ohoweverinterdependence was

1 owe r traderelatively exportUganda’sadvan t a ge-
theirnature of re1 a t i onsthe cooperativeperpetuated

Kenya’s i n t eres t s t obyburgeonedit wasbecause
s ta tusthis quo «SUS tain

pr i n t of1974 markedspecifically,More
One , Kenyatwoexports to Uganda for reasons.Kenya’s

broadly un-eventful period ofUganda experienced aand
during this periodf act,Ini n t erac t i on.cooperative

that explicitly tampered with t r adeeventthere was no
increasedexpo r t sthuscount r i es;the twobetween

Th i sthe f i gure.indicated i nand 19741972 asbetween
analys is)thist hus awas

co-va r i ed. Second,and trade significantly
though with latent dis-functioning then,the

economicabout Kenya’s preponderant pos i t i on
exportedbecauseIndeed,

market,Af rlean UgandaEastgoods thet omore
inclusive.
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all high export print1977 marksThe an 1 nyear
explicablefact i n theThisKenya ’ s exports. 1 s

Uganda’s dependence Kenya foro fbackground on r e —
that Ugandaclearalso thenIttrade. wasexpo r t 1 s

po1i t i ca1 prob1emsand o fe c o n om i cexperiencing a

that she dependmade i tthat n eces s arymagn i tude on

The crumb ling o fSUS tenance.for hermarketsoutside
caused by internecinebaseres OU rceher economic

bent dis lodgingfactionswar ring onthewarfare between
Kenya on 1 ynot1 essresulted 1 nAm i n

boos tedalso herbutto exportchance more,thetook
Uganda, g i ven thecapab i1i t i es VIS-a-v 3. spower

trade f r omof handling Uganda’s re-exportc i rcums tan ce

other markets.

to Uganda aft er 1977Kenya’s exportsfall inThe
theo f TheBAG .dis-integrationtheo ffunctionaare

the framework thecommunity reduced oro f thebreak-up
interacted with Uganda.eas ilywithin which Kenyascope

MarketCommontheBoard, wereCommon CurrencyThe
bas i s f oreconomicd i sso1ved, thus

interesting to note howeverinteract ion. Ittrade 1 s
1980s.thei nthis to changethat was

for examplePresident Amin sen tIn August 1976, a

of the i ssues thatto Kenyadel ega t io’’ one

agreement forwould di scuss newaUganda was
Related thist otradenormalisati on of
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of Uganda’squest!on

exports and imports on

that Uganda pay for transportationinsistence
Ra i1ways demandedKenyaMoreover,cos ts

This made Kenya virtuallyfor decentralised services.
Ugandai nautonomous

that cal1ed forto
ass istance.Kenya’s

of cooperation between the twokey indicatorThe
of trade wastermsi nthencoun tri es

this context, whereas Uganda andInneeds.
circumscribed by the Kenyan demand to haveimports were

withthey had to bargain Kenya.them pay
relativelynational-interest wasKenya’sClearly then,

Uganda’s roletime. asthisatpreponderant
the calling of wha treconci 1iator was

reflectedhas called ’’survival".Morgenthau
conf1ictualtransactions but alonly in t r adenot

1971, 1976 (elaborated i n theonpollt ical events
of relations.foregoing) that

1980sthe1 n. 3

the i n t r i gu i ngmostoffer19808 perhapsThe
thebetween twotransact i onsof tradepat tern

there were severalcountries.
somet imestransact ions;traderises i nandfalls
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effect placing

required normalization

issue of transportation

This was

a rai1way;

predicated on

As we sha11

an operat i on

complementarity of

through Kenya which were halted

an extra burden on

so in

in advance.

in advance.

see short 1y,

’ s exports

was the



ei therin—commensurate t oand sometimescommensurate
will b eItcooperafc i ve events.conf1ict ive or

that the oftenjuncturethisa tnotet oimpor t an t
Uganda Idi Am i n had beeno fPres i den t
and series o faf orced t o

his depos i t ion.succeedingregimesshort-lived
hadPresident Moi t oKenya;i n comeCorrespondingly,

the ofnatureand the questionpower
cons i s t encyt oi n cons i s t encyf romcouldre 1 at ions

cal 1 cont i nui tywouldKhapoya orVincentwha tor
the above background is vitalthisForchange.

reflection of a country’stradethe extent that a1 st o
32 1 eve 1sthe ofItsof economic developmentlevel

quantitythe o fdictatethatdevelopmenteconoro i c
these contigous states.

Kenya’s exports t ot ha t,indicatesTab 1 e Five
1980K£71,476 betweenK£66,378 toUganda increased from

Uganda’s exports t o1983, i n cr eas eand an
K£855 wi thinfrom K£1» 206 tohowever decreasedKenya

C I'oser o f these t radescrut inyper i od.the same
of Kenyan exportsfallathere wasthatrevealsfigures
of K£8,767. On1981andbetweenUgandat o

IfK£196-fall of mereaas i de • there
then itexport trade fall washad aKenya

thatconditionsecoffvoiB i ctheoffunctiona
ias i nen tThere wascountry then•characterised t he

f orced theinstanceforthatdrough tandf am ine

1980

was

s t udy,

shift

significant

of K£5,098.

Uganda’s

exported goods between

3 1 relinquish power there were

then was whether

bel1igerent”



the1eadership
herThus, exportingofS batesUnited

As relates Uganda,t odecreased markedly.capac it y
civilin internecineembroi1edshethough was

imported less by, the fact that Kenya
preponderance over Uganda inK£196 demonstrates Kenya’s

relativelyKenya morewastransactions.t r ade
theBritain, Germany,other markets;i ndependen t on

Netherlands.

c
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Kenya's frade Mj_th Ugan^ 1980-39 lli.'.PQQlabie Five:

19ffi 19091987198619851984198319821981IS^

Exports 66,378 52,611

723 851.9102,1552,5851,3901,0101,206laports

Econoaic Survey 1985:97, 1990: 87Source:

c
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President O b o t e that h e needed extraaware

goodwi 1 1 anchort o his rise t o and consolidatepower,
the poli t i cal econ om i c condit i ons o f his coun t ry, met
President Moi (Kenya) (Bungomaa t District, Kenya),
within month o f taking oath of office.a Certain
collaborative decisions emerged f r ora this meet i ng that
directly touched on Kenya-Uganda trade t rans ac t ions and
indeed the o f theircooperative nature re 1 at i ons .on

First, the presidents . agreedtwo t o re-schedu1e
the debts which Uganda owed Kenyaall and let Ugandat o

railway wagons proceed straight Mombasat o instead o f

unloading a t Ma 1ab a t o later transfer the c o f fee t o
35trainsKenya Importan t1y, this f riendlywas a

gesture on Kenya’s part. It will also be recal led that
the mid 1970s, Uganda had experienced1 n s t ockp i1i n g

and smuggling o f cof fee M a 1ab aa t Kenya’son

36worth 70,000 tons Such the nature o fwas

conf1i c t i ve that s t ream linedD owwere

thisi n meet ing^\

Second, Pres i den t s’ and Ob o t eMo i consented t o

and s ecur i t y raechan isms mean t
deterto (magendo) whichtrade atwas common

borderthe pr oV i n ces. Ultimately then, forcause
animosity and tension caused by i1 legal trade w a c

n ipped.
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fc i gh ten securityp1 edged t oUgandaFurthermore,
t rucko f Kenyancurband effect harassmenti n envoys on

p r ob ab 1 eRwanda. A improvementUganda andt r an s i t t o

Ugandacondition i n thuso f the securi ty meant a

f ear that Kenya ci t i 2ens cou 1 dreduct i on o f the become

Reasonably therefore,victims i n Uganda.
s ub stantativelyUganda did betweenexpo r t s t o 1ncreas e

significant lyand 1983 and i n 19861980 moreeven

(Tab 1e Five).

c
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Kenya’sb e exports t oAs seen oncan
argued above. Significant i ndid increaseUganda as

the meeting alluded i n the foregoing.t othi s wasrise

s p e c i f iwhen forhere, arrangementsagainThus, c

made, only didnot tradeenhancing cooperation we r e

but theKenya * s advan t age o V e r a 1 1 ,t o o nincrease
relat ions.theircharacterised It i s tocooperat ion
'Indeed by 1985, UgandaOkoth argues,t hate f f ec tthis

important destination for Kenyathe mosthad emerged as
37Britain and West Germany,exports after

Five further show that thereTablef i guresThe on
to Kenya afterUgandas exportsfall 1 nwas

that Ugandaargued, attemptedalsoh as1987.
dependence on Kenya by seekingreduce her1985 t of r om

There thus ex is tsDjibouti.the Sudan andinmarkets a

with b o r d e-rthetradebetween this1i n k a ge

thebetween1987 twoi nskiwishes occurredthat

coun t r i es.

C'n there ensued1987 , armedDecember 10,

forcessecuri ty andconfrontation between
demonstrateToB u s i a . thea t

President Museven i warnedtheconf 1i ct
appropriate "self-defense”that Uganda would eu s

security forces did^’xf stop firingnotKenyanmeasures

and territory Pres i den tpeop1e

"two hundred KenyanMoi

U g a n \d a n
\ 

intensity of

alleged that

h39

Kenya’s

F i gu re Five,

simultaneously

at Ugandan troops,

s i gn i f i can t

Welch^®

soldiers



transit Libya fortraversed Uganda i n t ohadt eenagers
40training” Thus, Ugandasubversive was

internal TheKenya’s tense”interfering 1 n
culminated fuel rationing Ugandas i t ua t i on 1 nborder in

hadthe countriestwo t otrade be tweenthat comegiven
Pres i den t sthe release s uchWhy did twoa

Th ithen? t u a t ionstatmen tswar—1 ike s S 1overt 1 y
thecon f1i c t two s t a t e so faspect 1 npresents a n

1 inked theirt o trad i n gb eough t t othatrelations

interaction.

paragraph thatforegoingthef r omdeduceOne can
bes i desmarkstsf or t radesough thadUgandaandKenya

e1 ement of d on t —thenernergingThere anthe i rs. was
theIf Kenyan claim thatfrom Ugandan.at t i tude
destabilise herlikely toUganda connived in act s were

taken d i f f eclearlyhad rentthen Uganda atrue,

1970s.the Thiscompared t oa t t i tude t o Ken ya a s

Pres i den t s’ met 28the twohowever proved untrue when on

meeting,t h UgandaA t1987 Maiaba. 1 sa t

ties exp1a in i ngt rade theoffor normalizat iona

** d i s grun tiedof i n t erna1sk i rmishes groundson

hand therefore. whereasOn the

harshcou 1 d herstatement,afford t o agive

made her vulnerabllandlocked still t oposition e

budgedthereforeblockades. despiteeconomic She

the north. £ th i op i asought t ofor out letstradeha V i n g
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42and Djibouti 1 n connect ion with this inference,
Robert Keohane0. and Joseph Nye have correctly said,

Asymmet ri es i n interdependence sios t 1ikelyare t o
provide o f forsources actors i n

Kenya then influencial thanwas more Uganda given the
c i rcums tances o f the attribute o fpower the

thisport . It t o thatextent1 s cooperation re-emerged
despite initial be 1 1igerent s t a tement s f r ora Kenya and
Uganda.

1988,JanuaryIn Kenya and Uganda became part i es
Joint communique into wh i cha coopera t i on i n prob 1ems

related to the along the common border
This di rect ef f ect the tradeon

trends after 1988, until 1990. Tab 1e Five
the general increase in Kenya’s export s t o
corresponding rise i n Uganda ’ s imports
This upward trend expli cab 1e thein improvement1 s of

subseqeunt the s i gn i n gupon o f the
commun i que. there i s strong f ora case arguing

and Uganda resolved conflict-

trading interaction depicted the broad
levels of heightened Such was 1 n

1987and1981 for Pres idents Obote and
met President Moi separately hasas

been recorded in the foregoing sub-topic.
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2.4 Cone 1usi on

The foregoing analysis has at tempted t o

demons t rat e that national-interests o f na t i on-s t a t ea
i n fluence(ed) the the two states related t oway one
ano t her.

I n re 1 at i on first hypothesis,t o i tour

clear that the dependence Kenya b yo n

contributes foreignUgandancertaint o P o1 icy
o r i ent a t i ons. Concomitantly, the prov is i on o f a market

for Kenyan goods dictates certain Kenyan

/l n short,stances. Kenya and Uganda forced t oare

bel1i gerentshelve attitudes and f un ct i ona 1 1 ypursue

useful foreign po1 icy opt ions V is-a-Vi s ano t her.one

44take Ab i Saab’sIf thatargumen twe trade between

states thei n face o f simmeringeven

conf1i ct then this study i1lustrates the sali ence o fI

na t ions’ survival motivations.

Again, i n of the preceding analysis,vi ew i t can
b e pred i c t ed that Kenya and Uganda will continue t o
harbour overt tense relations.covert As indicatedor

this c h a p ti n relatively higherthe economicer ,
development of endowraen tKenya, its lit torala s a

p 1 usstate, its harbour will con t i nue t o
heraccord 1 everage vis-a-vis power
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aspirations of submerging Kenya’s pres t i ge. Even with
this latent to sustain the

of Uganda will always make her back down f r oraeconomy

releasing and absoluteterse stat emen t s implying the

dispensability of Kenya. Furthermore, the hasas case

been the past, Uganda is bound toin continue searching
reducefor out lets her goodsfor t o o n

Kenya.

1980s, tradededuced theAs cont i nued t owas in

to Kenya’sthrive advantage despite frequent con f 1 i c ts
the twob e tween couD tries. This o fstate
demons t rat esclearly the inconsistency thei n two

relat ionsstates viz: and conflict. One
therefore safely that t rade does notcan get

inaf feet causing betweeneven tscases
Kenya and Uganda. whereIn trade trendscases are
disrupted, i t function o fnormally i s factorsa
accruing from ratherpart icu1 ar nat ion-state thana a

V result of the nature of relations at a particular time.

a 1 so
demonstrated that Uganda depends great deal Kenyaa on

imports.for Kenya exports to Uganda and thismore
in Clearlytrade t h e n m i n a s

Kenyamuch has the vestedas i nteres t of perpetuating
her export trade, Uganda has an explicit economic need
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Th i sf r on situation i s enhancedt o import Kenya. by
Uganda’s landlocked pos i t i on. She depends Kenya t oon
re-export most of her goods.

Simply stated, the comp 1eraenta 1 i ty o f needs i n
Kenya-Uganda t rade renders conflict-causing tendencies

mutual benefitssubservient the evidentt o i n

coopera t i on.

uch leadership1 eve 1another yet ,On t oa s comess

be perce ivedUganda will a Iways SUSP i c i ous I yi npower
by the Kenyan foreign Th i spolicy makers.

factbased the thati s tense o frunningon eraa
imbues ingrained distrustrelations between f ore i gn

makers of neighbouringpolicy Takingstates . our

theoretical f ramework the basis fora s

postulation. the reali s t o f upholdingperspect ive
national interests defined in of wi 11 const an 11yterms
culminate betweent ens ions the states. Thistwo1 n
assertion i s 'irritable’based theo fthe viewon

ofnature relations existed between 1971-78.that By
i rri t ab1e denote of f o re i gn po1i cy‘we
orientat ions t o and harshbe adverse c i rcums t ances1 n
of threatened interests security pereconomic or s e.
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CHAPTER THREE

IMPACT OF CERTAIN UGANDA * S INTERNAL POLITICALTHE
KENYA-UGANDA RELATIONSONDEVELOPMENTS

Introduction3.0

of relations between two c on t i g u o u sThe nature

often determined by endogenous factorsnation-states 1 s

their body-politics’. This assertion i sfromaccruant

needs ofthat s t at esassurapt i on emana t ethef ounded on

thisTosetting. end, theinternaltheirfrom

of specific nationaI-interests accru i ngrys tallizationc
i n af fectednation-states affect turnthef r ora

relations withcountries' foreign itstheby

for instancefact i s stronglyThis

,lthinking^. theI nadvanced by

only endeavourdo notnation-states t olatter respect.
through buts t a t esraeninterestsfeltthe i rconcretize
reflective o f t h e ipoliciesproject f oreignalso r

2 whatIndeed this mostsituation"’’internal 1 s

f o r e icoun tries policygnscholars refer t o u s

determinants.

ex amine the impactt o o fThis chapter
internal political developmentsUganda’scertain o n

Specif ic events within UgandaKenya-Uganda relations.

conf 1ict ive and cooperat ivelinked t o certainare

Itrelations- i 3 hoped thatthe two states’events in

91

seeks

structural-realist

neighbours.

a'-

and are



t u rmo i 1 ’* Ugandai n its interaction"political withon
correspondingshal 1 a t temp t indepthnotWeKenya. a

This becausei s aval lableKenyas part.ana 1 ys i s on
there has been less civilthat i ndata shows

Kenya as compared to Uganda.

Kenya’shan d howe V e r, politicalothertheOn
underthe could b eduringcondition
po1i t ical instab i1i ty.latentdepict i ngdescribed as

i ns t ab i 1 i t yThis kind of 1 sas
civil ,evident generalcharacterised with group ornot

functiona-prioriKenya’s condition o fi supheava1. a
from Kenyatta’s Moi ’ sregimetrans i t ion t osmooththe

all owed inst itutionaltrans i t i onS uchregime.
leadership alongside allowing for

foreign policy choices. The referencecontinuity in t o

latent however, tat
evidenced risingwhich1982Kenya i ni n a

Further indicatorsdisenchantment with the Moi regime.

of this disenchantment are

the Mwakenya group based outside the country is ofone

this .

poli t i calThis 1atent instabi1i tyof IS

1 at tertheimportant to the extent that evidence of an
underground political calling f orgrouping change in
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referred to in this chapter:

analysis

specifically points to the Coup de

period

di ssens i on

study

contrasted with Uganda’s

this correlation will elucidate the significance of the

adaptation to the new



Uganda;finds i n thus thega t ewayKenya, cont inueda

Kenya’s about Uganda’spartcomp 1 a i n t connivanceo n

e1ement s" bent ’’causing chaoswi th on 1 n

the coun t ry.

analystoffers i n thisThis chapterour s

theThat precedingeraphas i s.part icular chapter has

cooperat ion despitet i n u e dshown occasionalcon
completely negate n eu t ra 1i s econ f1i c t s does not

the count r i es.twobe tweent ens ion1 at en tthe

with Uganda isthe concernthis regard however,In
dependence Kenya.extended t o its Asfurther on was

Uganda’s relat iveChapterdemonstrated i n One,

reconciliationmakes her seeklandlockedness upon
conflict-causing events. Thiso f i soccurrence

s i tuat ion i ni n terna1 Ugandathe in-so-pe r tin en t t o
far Uganda t akeshowshow thewou 1 d towan tf ar-as we

Kenya.relating t o O nissues theseriously i ntwo
political stability that Kenyaother hand, the relative

un d e rperi od study,experienced during i shas the

Uganda’sequa1ly 1 inked internalitst o o n

donesituation. Thus, 1 sa

and Uganda’srelative internal

relations .situation overal1t o Thetheir V a r X OUS

of thatcoopera t i on charact er i seconflict andfacets
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B u g a n d ao r owed theirb ourgei ois i e'national’

/Kfricansrelatively privileged positi i n Ugandaam o n go n

the B ug an dabetween andalii ance thecolonialthet o
6British

perspect ive, the allianceUPCfromConsequently,

vital(KY) bringingKabaka Yekkaand was 1 nitbetween
post-colonial wi ththe stateintoK i n gdomBugandathe

also supposed t oallianceThis wasscathing.least

democrat i c• the partyV ictory overensure

the coa1i t i onascertaining UPC preponderance inbes i des
government•

domi nant one—party statetowardsAs Uganda moved a
o f withinthe UPCthe rise1963-66,periodthe1 n

and kingdom 1egi s1 at i Vescounci 1sdistrictparii ament ,
Thethewithinconflict economicat tended bywas

theo ffaction UPCconservativeo f theprogramme
privilege based 1 and andondemanded for protection

with suspicion theV i e w e dThe conservativesbirth.

andSocialism* state’African

bulwark agai ns trulersof traditional as arecognition
perceived farms andgroupThey equallysoc i a 1i sm.
obnoxious encroachmen tssociet ies o na s

re1 a t edb e to KANUs1 1 stat e —This w 1
independence in 1963.afterassisted capitalism soon

95

o f

emphasized

electoral

cooperative

slogan

private property.

upc'^



presentedOb o t ePresidentApril 1966, a n15On
Nationalthedebate t owithoutcons t i t u t i oninterim

gu ide o f theThecitizens. newsitting asAssembly
goV e r nraen t,par Ii amen t, onecoun t ry,* one oneorder was
Allexecut ive powersled by anone

arrogated to the presidency.had thus been

towards one-pa r t ypat h atherefore, aIn
Before perhapsmaking.thei ns ys t em waspolitical

internal po I i t i ca1thiso fcorrelationtheexaroin ing
i tin Kenya,scenariopolitical 1 sthet odevelopment

its cause.onmean ingfu1 t o

AfricanandUganda manylikeKenya,
independence then,attained werehadthatcountries

Theindependence.newlythe wonwithebriatedi n
acqu i redUgandaandKenyathatseverei gn ty
colouredhoweverBritish masters wasf ormertheirfrom

administrativeThepolicies.co 1 on i a Iinitialby
political management wereandfor economicinstituti ons

that theWe wantnature.basically British in
the emergingt opowerarrogatingt owardstendency

ofof the abs n a t u r ereflectionleadership was a
foraccording leewayt orelatescolonial policy. a 5

the policy-making process. Ini ninterest groups
andof both Kenyanat i ona 1-int ersststhet o
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Uganda then , there i s i nawas concurrence a s seen
po1i t i ca1ernergingofquashingKenya’s thepar t y,an

(KPU). betweenCoopera t i on theUni onKenya Peoples two
period,this b e safelyduringthencoun tri es can seen

of the emergent 1eaderscon t extw i thin
co u n t r i es.both1 n

draw f ew inf erencest ime1y t o foritfind aWe
Ug a n d a Kenya-Ugandat e r n a 1 1 n o ni nthis

the precedi ngr gu e d in chapter,A s are 1 a t i ons. was

colonies.British The factUgandaand wereKenyaboth

therefore developedheri tage ao f a

Suchcoopera t ion.towards coopera t i ont endencylatent

and culturaleducat i on a 1 tenetsbased onwas

British colonialism.f romimb ibed Forbeenhadthat
ques t i ont here fore, i s cruci alchapter onethisi nus 1

relat ions.K en ya - Ug a n d a Were theunderstandingi n
Ugandai n similardevelopments t opo1i t i ca1internal
Kenya?: andin i fs cen ar i ointernal s o ,the

thei nrelationsthei rthis af feetdidhow

post-independence period?

that Kenyanoteo fworthyI t 1 s

African National UnionKenyai ndependen t with the
Desp i t e its dominance,the(KANU) rulingas

(KADU)(J n i o n 1 egallyD e ffi o c I" a t i cKenya A fr i can was athe
allegianceswhose traversedistered opposition partyreg I s
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ethnico f the Kenyansections i zeab1e Ita

the registrat ion o f thethat Kenyaclearalsoi 5

1966 was explicit derogationUnion (KPU) i nPeop1e’s an

oriented andKANU concomi tantcapi taiist athef rom
’’socialist-speci fic Ittenets Suchforacclaim a

post-independencei mmed i a t e period i stheinsetting
i n Uganda.one

takenhadUPCthe i nmuch over powera sI n as
been indicated( as has abovemain concern wasits1962 ,

f ac t i on.opposing Even then,s ub s uDie anyt o
12 ‘although the UPCaptly observes, KYJorgensen

than po1i t i caIexpediencybased more onal I iance was

harmonyw i t h o u t o f classnoti tprinciple, was

i n t eres ts’ .

o f KADU del egates incross i ng-overcorrespondingThe
lobbying b y KANUpersistentafter

the latter
1966 ( asbanned i n well)The KPU was

control for running stateabsolutefurtherKANUgiving
for argu i ng tha ts trong caseNow there i sf fa i rs . aa

and Uganda not on1y accrueduch developments in Kenyas

* status-quo’ »the Both thesustainneedthe tofrom
affordsituations torapoliticalt e r n a 1i n

relationsgenerally cooperative thatthe
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the imnied i a tethe count r i es * relat i onscharacterised 1 n

the theThis i s t operiod. casepos t-independence
cont inued complement aryandcon ti gui tythet hatext en t

for raachi ner i esposs ib 1 e statemade it
f r omborrowt ostatesbothi n

qualify this by according empiricalLet useach

f ac t.

po1i cy wh i chUPCo f economicbasicThe
heights’* command i ng s t r a t egythedubb ed asb et ocame

t hr ee f old:we r e

corporationsstateof n ewthe(1)
reorganizat ion o fandexpansionthe

i nher i ted f r om* parastatal bodiesex i sting

the

r o 1 e i nact iveofforth moreasettingthe(2)
second f i ve-yearthedeVe1opmen t L neconom i c

andp 1 an ;

i ssuednationalisation measuresthe ambitious(3)
the' move to1969-70part of theas

wasSessional PaperKenya,I n
development,econojai cforgu ithe

pub liewhere botheconomypolicy ofcherished a
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TherepI ayed part.collec t i V e1y aand private sectors
of both t osubs t an t i V ethus concurrencewas

*’ C omman dingtheand10Paper No.Sess1onaldeV e1opmen t;
increasingly t oi sr tHeights

pursued b ypolicyeconomico fthe modesthatassert

f 1 i c t -forsimilar. Cause concoun triesboth were

thus reduced.generating events was

development cou 1 decon ora i cD i ver gen t
defining theirf orvariedengenderedhave

their i o n a 1though n a tEvennat ional interests.

levelsdifferentthegivensimilar,noti n t eres ts were

politicalparticulartheanddeve1opmenteconorai co f
similarityThecountry.needs o f eachandcond i t i ons
Command i ngand the10Kenya’s Sessional No.Paperi n

in t er-s t a t ei nled t oS tra t egyHeights concurrencea
Th i scurt ailed.ef f ecti ni n teract i on; conf1ict was

afterdifferent c t u r eof takesr e1 a t i ons P 1a
1966.

the1969) out 1i nedThe ( Dec.Common-Man’s-Charter
* moveObo t e’s theideological framework

andleft’. t oplaceWhile accordedi t a

charterthetheforeign investment economy,i n
I 

s h o u\ 1 dfirms b eprivatethat certain

of theplace controln a t i ona1i s ed to meansorderi n
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* peopleo f theof production the hands who 1e.i n as a

calied for i ncorae redistribut ionThe charter also t o

the r i ch andclose the between the andi ncorae gap poor

widen the market for goods.consume r

recorded, the period betweenAs Chemonges 1 966 and

re 1 a t i ve s tab i1i ty in1971 also Uganda.saw

was

X n

'serenity’The political chancea t

thatinitiate the chartert o c oram on was

directly tithetical state—assist o teda n

capitalism. A g a i n African social ism had
certain princi pies that the common—man’counter t oran s
char ter VIZ.

(1) Economi c non-alignment not t o policymean a
o f isolat ion than politicalany more n o n -
a1i gnmen t i mp1i ed ref usal part icipatet o i na

world desireaffairs. meant andr t a a

technological knowledget o borrow
and met hods f r omeconomic coun t ryproven any
wi thout commi tment.

(2) Did itsdepend fornot satellitesuccess on a
relationship with coun t ry ofany groupor a
coun tri s ocla 1 is®A f ri can 1 n Kenya'sea . was
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there f oreperspecti ve I n this

‘Africanvein, Mboy a argued, i s

designed b e work i ngto sys t era moderna 1 n a

fully prepared adoptsetting, itselft o t o

andchang i ng circumstances

socialism f o rm u 1 a t e dUganda’s brand o f alongwas
1 8social ism IfscientificTa n z a n i a’s thewas

dissension lay divergentforthen. i ncausecase
Let howdevelopment.t o u s see

relations.Kenya-Ugandaitselfram i f i ed on

internal s i tuat i ontheear1i er, i nnotedAs was

pursue policies thatUganda afforded her the chance to

ideological s t and.underm i n ed her ItKenya s V i ewi n
that introducedof affairs tensionsuch stateawas

after 1^69 . Uganda’scount riesthe twobetween

Tan z an i a for instancet hf ri endly relations werew 1

o frepatriation n on -Ugan dandemons t rat ed thei n

This1971 . concret izedunskilled workers Kenya inf rom

foreign policy makersamongst Kenya’sthe growing fears

making betwc^en Kampala andconnivance thethat i na was

i n East Africa.Dar-es-Salaam Kenya A sisolatet o

Chemonges aptly notes.
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Odhi ambo also wi th this viewconcurs point. He

tha t o f the o fargues conf1i ctone i ncaus e Bas t ern

Africa i s in i ssues of i deologica1 He

that thenotes up-shoo t o f socialist-oriented
approaches developt o Somali a, Uganda and1 n Sudan i n
the second half o f the 1960s, * Variously aroused a

o f insecuri ty i n the non-socialistsense coun tri es o f
19the Kenya *reg i on such as

Visibly then , the early periods of the can

b e having been characterised by conflcitseen a s

Kenya andbetween Uganda for related t oreasons

ideological leanings ema n a t i n g f r om Uganda. Such

tens ion characterised the two countries,a s are

i11us t rab 1 e Kenya’si n connivance the 1971 Am i n1 n

Th i s quite inconsistent to thecoup - was cooperat i ve
state 1969.preced i ng Let exam i n e theus
s i t ua t i on tha t ob t a i ned a f ter the and its impactcoup ,

Kenya-Uganda the 1970s.re 1 a t i ons i non

Just f ew i nthe 1971 ,days b e f orea 700
British i n i nwere
add i t i on reports that two sent t owere
Ha i rob i the Is rae1iorgan ise soldi ers

also beenhavereportedwere t o careeringseen around
the after thei n Kampa1 ao f b e s idescoup,
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Am in’si n

of f icers a c q u i redintelligence fromBritish the
well ColonelNai rob i B o I k ai ncont i gent Ba r-LeV ,as as
m i1i t aryIsraeli missionthe head of the Uganda1 n were
the days after thei nAmi n’s chief advisors It

Kenya * sbetweenblend1 uci d uneas i ness ab OU tthis1 s

andwith Ta n 2 an i a f o r c e sUganda ’ s bentalliance o n
Uganda that broughtsoci a1 ismunder-cutting 1 n a new

the coun t r i es aftertwo 1971 .be tweenleaf of re 1 a t i ons

t oannounced that he intendedAm i ntheAfter coup,
betweenrelat ions Kenyathe de t er i ora t i ng andreverse

PresidentCommensurately KenyattaUganda. too.
government minister to Kampa1atd i spa t ched sen i or anda
President Dan i a1 MoiApr i 1 Vice thesent Arap t oi n

23Kabak af uneral Thesetheof gestures o fstate
friendliness apparently geared enhanc i ngt owa rdswere

nat ional countries.the o f both Kenya hadinterests
chance theUganda f r om emergingwint o8 een a over

Uganda equallysocialist-circuit region.i D the saw a
” Big-Brother”chance i n identifying with East1 na

Africa, could aidsituation that itsa

1egi t imacy internally. Importantly then , it thewas
political developments Uganda that had□. n

i n o f cooperat ivethis
relations between Kenya and Uganda.
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Political Developments3.2 1970-1989 i n

t he i r Kenya-UR’anda Re 1 a t i onsImpact on

After the passed yet deci s ive 1 ycoup , power more
hands with thetheinto o f

and all local counci 1s and withparilament the civil
demoralised by periodicadmin is t rat ion But

already riddled with factionsUganda’s Aminarmy was as

by lashingholdconsolidate his a tsough t to troops

theOb o t e ’ s tribe, L a n g o , and ihailed f r om t sthat

25 Many of these were killedthe Acholineighbours, or

replacedand theythe S udan Tanzan i a; byfled t o were

Am in’s district.f r om NileWest Therecru its own

command b y thestructure rapidupsetwas

loyaltieso f whose guaranteed bypromotion men were

tribal religiousthei r or

dissipated, Ugandans assoonwas
undiscipli nedand Itassertive army.an

clamping downuseful forto that mach i nerynote1 s on

increased.dissenting therefore Theopinion was
heightened a 1 1quashing nature o f d i s -o f

af f ect ion in only culture of fear ineffect bred not a
butUganda, i nequally aroused East Africa.concern

from ths inhumanThis in whichconcern emanated manner
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Thei n teres to t her groups.wi thdealtAmin * s regime

aboutwear inessthef o un d e d a nalso o nwasconcern

whoseregion,thei n powerdictatorshipemerging
Uganda’slimited t oapparent 1 y notdes i g ns were

t err i t ory.

internalthisthatveinthis seei n w ei s1 t
with Kenya.tensioncaus i ngde V e1opmentpolitical as

af fected thesuch tens ionthatt oWe want argue
1970s andheo t eh r i n teachrelated t ocoun triestwo

about what thes u s p i c i on sthe Kenya’s
And i tthe region were. wasdesignsr ea 1
politicalo finterestnationalKenya’sindeed on

Development andbased.t ens i onthisthatsurv i va1 was
mi 1i t arycutinst anceforexpend!ture aswelfare was

As Nyaduwa argues,

the political envi ronmen tThe foregoing picture of
cKenya-Uganda re1a t i ons.hadUganda e f f ectstwo onI n

con t i nued improvement oftheofmat ters s ecur i ty,On
alarmcaused i nUganda’s

compounded b ystateSuch of wasa

quashedV i ewsdissentingwith whi ch wereruthlessness
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i n Kenya’sUganda. policyforeign makers noteda s

earlier, f eared that power-hungry ruler had eraer gedi»a

i n Uganda who would not a t anything short o f

driveactualizing his intense for i n the region.power
unexpected trend towardsThe acqu i r i n g f romweaponry

Bloc, wh i chthe Kenyat oEastern not exact 1 ywas

Kenya’srenderedalso percept i on of emergi n gaverse,

in Uganda cau t i OUS.political events

only predicated Uganda’scau t i on notSuch onwas

Bloc.with the Eas tern Itallianceexp licit alsowas

Uganda’s continued efforts herself;based t o inarmon

her ammunitionsimproving V is-a-vi se f f ec t, Kenya and

count r i e s i n theother thisI n light,the region.

straddledcoopera t i on between Kenyathough ando n

the that UgandaUganda, initiated led t oarms race

between the two countries.t ens i on

At desperatelylevel, Aminyet another was

at tempt ing c i rcujDs t ancesto cling thei n o ft o power a

economy aggravated by grandiosem i smanaged economic

Amin’sofThe implementation war ’

the Asianexpulsion communitythe thato fsaw was

app a ren 11y boostinginstrumental i n

29 thebases far Amincase 1 n a swas a s

cohorts to him. This mode
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ironically had the e f fect of not

the butAfricanizing removing the keyeconomy
economic development, the Asians.contributors t o

latterthe understandableact ionsSuch werea s

of boosting Uganda’s prest ige i n thecontextwithin
There emergedendeavour.Af ricanizat ion

the Amin regimewith i n bothdisenchantmentgr owing

Asians,hadI f Amin o fgroupKenya. a

b ewho K eny a t oi n equallyentrepreneurs were seen

there Kenya’simplici twas pressure on

Kenyatta’sfoilow suit. Pres i den t prudence
could bethat i t ant i-Kenya’ sdictated national­

strongholdthe o fin.teres ts t o commercialsevere

CorrespondinglyKen ya. too , therebusiness 1 n was

ingrained in Kenya’s leadership abhorrence for Uganda’s
leadership chailengedimplicitly thefor having
continued presence i n Easten trepreneursof f ore i gn

AsiansAf rica. It is thatnoteworthy here
appeared in during the formative periodBas t ofAfrica
the Kenya-Uganda

hastilyTo their the
developing East African econom i es, would be soundt o a
death-knel1 for commercialtheir sectors. And this i s
indeed reflected i n- trade trendsthe analysed thein
preceding chapter after 1972. Uganda’s tradeexport
took explicabie in this single event.
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for thatargu ingThere IS

i ninternalthe
and 1973 indisposed the goodUganda between 1971 state

coun tries had hithertotheam i cab 1e relations twoo f
of Uganda’sfunctionenJ oyed. This awas

which made himthe opposi t i onc1arapi ngoutright a t
the prestige-searchingandwith the Bast;iden t i fy
o f Am i n that(expulsion of Asians) act i ons Ugandasaw

besides imp1i c i 11ysag her

arguedbeen i n thehasantagonizing Kenya a s

foregoing.

put it thus,hasTo this end, Okoth P.G.

Eastde f unct atRai 1ways

action infuriated Kenya’s Central OrganizationThis of

UnionsTrade ufflb r e 1 I a(COTU). o forganizat iona n
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demandedCOTU thatunionisedKenya’s
from Uganda all workerswi thdrawgovernment

insisting thatUganda countextract ion.
her by the Kenyan notpress wereon

theimprove s trained state ofdoing anything better t o

agreed that Kenya couldUganda

wishedif she Th i s f acett o .withdraw her workers s o

Uganda’saggravated upon addedfurtherof conflict was
league withnationality i nKenya’s Luo wasthatclaim

undermining Amin’sf orces ben tOb o t e on

to recedeThis condition of
his threat expeltowi thdrewAminPresidentwhen

There1973. certain14February areKenyans, on

fromdecipherab 1 e the internalthatdeduct ions are
r es u 11 an t spill-Uganda and itsins i tuation

over

i n Ugandaeventscertainwhen1evel,On evenone
( as i nKenya’sdirectly touched on

subvers ion), Ugandainofclaim Luothe

point. Ugandacertainher washeld t o a

immedi atethatfacttheconsequently t oaverse
heroffender-statuso fadwissioD

that persistentaw a r eShes t i ge. was
of her claims cou 1 d be tovaliditytheinsist*^^^® on
due to a number ofdisadvantage. This was reasons.her
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Essen t i a 11y, and has been indicated e1s ewher e,as

Uganda unders t ood the ef f ects o f probab le ha 1t i ng o f

her goods trans i t through Kenya. Moreover,on

advent o f comb a t i V e relat ions with Kenya not only

opened the poss ib i1i ty of* losingup i mportan t allyan

(ideologically) i n the Eas t A f rican region, but also

made her vu1nerable t o attacks f rommo re Tan zan i a

which had Obo t e asylum. I n thisgiven vein too.

had explicitly expressed dislike the

anarchic train o f that characterisedevent Amin’s

Th i rd1 y , Uganda’s i n shamb1economy was es

given the factors o f economic mismanagement and
excess ive mi 1 i t ary spending. Tailying wi th this was
increased discontent f rom the anderner g i n g thearmy
civil popu1 a t i on; several endeavou a t Presidentr s

34Amin’s life had been made Add i t i ona1 belligerence
f rom Kenya cou Id further i nduce such repel 1i ng f o rc es.

i s in11 the backdrop o f such internal condi t i ons t hat
Uganda had t o norma 1ise the relationsstrained with
Kenya. The ami cableof relat i ons was
howeve r not last o flong because other political

emanating from Uganda. 1976 provides two
cases 1 n

Pres i d en t Ami n’s claim t o portions o f Kenyan
territory; parts of andNyan z a Rift Vailey Prov i nces
(1976) is seen cuIminat i onas of erstwhilea political
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hadthough Britain trans f eredi n Uganda« Eveneven t s
thethe Uganda protectorate Sas t Af ri cano f t opar t s

Am in’s claim Kenyan t err i t oryProtectorate Kenya on

to shift thedev i a t i onary tact i c meant a 11 en t i onwas a

of Uganda’s the economic andpopula t i on from po1i t i ca1

rock i ng the Amint u rmoi 1 coun try meant t o

patriotic and na t i onalis t i c f ee1i n gsthe ofappeal to
d is 1 oca t edbehes t o f TheretheUganda a t economy.a

* Ugandaexplanation . hadtangib 1ealso a morewas
mill iontotalling 400 shillingsdebtsf a iled t o pay up

mu11 ina t ional en t erpr i ses-to Kenya-based Bri tishowed

conf ron t a t i onintoAm i n turned thisPres iden t issue a

f or internal Onewith Kenya wants t o

that , Pr es i den tnote here i n motionAmin set events

boost Uganda’ssupposed totteringthat t owere

p ire s t i g e . later commented, • ItAs Amin in t erest i ng1 s

whenthat Field Marshal becomes professor o fa a
38geography, all the radios of the world tune in’

Israeli salvaging of Palestinian hijacked hostage s

provided anothera t July 4 for1976on cause
Amin effect, to appealat Kenya and in for the

international Pres identsys tern. Am i n
thewith Is rae1iof conniving cont i gent

by allowing to refuel at Nairobi. * One hour
leaving Entebbe,after threethe transport

112

35
t

En tebbe
C 

to lash

hercules

its planes

then^®

attention of the
V accused Keyya

cons ump t i on *



briefly landedp 1 an es Nai rob ia t a i rport, two of them

taking off a 1mos t the third left for

Israel after turning wounded forover a

, 39by Kenyan doctorstreatment The two countries

teetered the brink o f with each accus ingwar, theon

o f increasedother troop concentration a t
for example t ightenedborders. Kenya the pressure on

Uganda by stopping oil and s upp1i es des t i n ed for
bills hadostensibly becauseKampa1 a; beennot

ponded by turning off electricity fromAmin the Owenres

effect stopping about 30*dams ; i n of Kenya’sFalls

electricity supply. o f totalOut coDsumpt i on o fa

780,163,OOOKwh o f electric!ty, 512,943,OOOKwh were

domestically generated and 247,220,OOOKwh importedwere

By late July, Amin began backt o down
claiming he had only five days of oil i n reservo i r; he

the and theto the OAUU. N, Arab League to
in blockadei n t erven e order the andt o stop aver t a

war.

FcSi- clarifying the importanceof of thepurposes

f orego ing relations.Kenya-Uganda the fol lowingon

Pres i dentmeaningful. Ab i n hadare assumed
bad takenthat he­ro 1 e i n bargain ing

the Palestinian hijackers could bolster hiswith image
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Th i sworld politics. eventuallyi n s eeraed t o have b e en
Is rae1’s swiftdeni ed by a 11 ack Ent ebb e, ac t i onon an

questioned the preparedness o fthat Uganda’s armed
ex t e rn a 1aga i ns t attacks. Suchf orces erosion o f

furtherUganda ’ s security tenacity burgeoned bywas

con ven i en 11y perce i ved Kenya’sAmi nwhat alii anceas

Consequently, i n tern a1Israeli f orces. po1i t i ca1wi th

e a s i 1 y replicatedUgandai ndeve1opraen ts untowere

perceivableKenya’sKenya given Theconnivance.

culminatedre 1 a t i ons i ncon flictual o f Uganda’sstate

of Mrs. Bloch, remain ing hostage,assassination Dora a

killing directedand atspreea
42Uganda all conflicti n Inr es i dent actions,1 V e

Uganda’s hos tile a 11 i tude t owards Kenya conceived1 s

within of misplaced aggression.context Israel rather

than Kenya had pinched Uganda’s prestige.

collaborationConcurrently, quali f i edKenya with

Israeli soldiers, human itarian grounds. Sheupon
theargued that terrorist i n internationale1em e n t s

system had to be discouraged through concerted force by
membersall International Comnun i t y.o f the 0 n the
hand,ot her that Pres i den tt o extentthe Anin appealed
UN,the the Arab Leagueand the ins tead o ft o OAU

bargaining with Kenya hadhe previ OUS 1y done,as was
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hurai1iatedof Uganda’s pres t ige. Amin didindicative
low”to be cons i deri ngwan tnot

Again, Uganda knew thatthe aggressor.hethat was
for eIect r i c i t y; shefairly dependentKenya was

i nace-c a r d s t o o fhad use casetherefore asome
capab i1i t i es. Howev e r, i tofstretched contest power

of Uganda that she budge;the national interest
imraed i a t e oil needs. Itsat isfy her 1 sto

had issuedKenyathatnote a seven-toalsoimp o r t an t
demanding that Uganda its troopsmoveu 11 imaturopoint

from the border, stop laying claim to parts of itsaway
advance for all purchases and pay allterritory,

In early August, Am i n

delegation to Nairobi for talkspeacetherefore sent a

thewhere

characteristic of the conflictive andAn important
builtwascooperat ive nature

Though the internal political developmentsbargain.on

between thecaused conflict twoofteni n. Ugan da

countriesof boththe abilitycountries,

interact i on.contributed to

internal situation i n Ugandaagreed that theIt was
boththe o fw i t h concurrencenot tamper

national interests.coun tries
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wou 1 dPres i dent Nyerere thi s .t oagreeComm i ssion nor

t he Ugandani n conflict,two-fold interesthadKenya a

dictated her reac t ion Uganda * st othatperspect ives

Firstly,development. thepoliticali n t e rn a 1 presence

when the bordert i me betweena tTanz an i an troops ao f

closed Tanzania’sa tTanzaniaandKenya

made Kenya sensitive to Tanzania’s cont inuedinsist en ce

Thispolitics. sensitivityUganda
wantedTanz an i a onlynotthat t ofearh ef r omtaccrued
con t ro 1 heralsoUganda but economypolitically occupy
Ports. Second 1y,and TangaDar-es-Salaamthrough her
o f 1eaders h i pkind thatthewithconcernedKenya was
The quest ionUganda.i nt o waswoul d powercome
the tumu11 OUSwou 1 dregimethe cause samewhether new

characterised Ami n * sPres i dentthatrela t i onsof
the o f thef or res tcont inuedThis f ear yearreg ime.

increas ingly 1i ke1y thatappearedwhen itespecially
forPres i den t secondbecomewou 1 d aM i11 on Ob o t eDr.

the polic i es he woul dKenya clearly distrustedt ime.
b e f ore 0 b o t e ’ sthatrecaI 1i n gIt i s worthpursue.

*move-to-the-left’government had taken ahisOUS ter,
Kenyasocialist or i en teda

back to power givenevidently weary of Obote’ comeswas
oriental ion.i deologicalinitialhis
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national-interests o ffelttheNevertheless,
a 1 p o 1 i t iin ternfromaccru i n gUganda

breech with kenya when h cthehealmade Obotes i tuat i on
1981 . Obote MoiJanuary metIn1980 .i nt o p ow e rcame

associated with theprob 1 erast r an sportdiscusst o
Uganda’sMombas a; short es tt opassage

thus reopen ingthet oroute a newand cheapes t
the coun tri es.two Abetweencooperati ono fchap ter

the B i n a i s aduringthiso f era.i nd i ca t orsf ew more

differed with Tan 2 an i aB inai sa overPres i den tWhen
(UPC)PeopIes CongressUgandathethatthe powe rs

f ormer revisitedthehis own »should have
50 havingdeniedPresidentsthe twoThoughNa i rob i

replacingt roopso f Kenyanposs ibi li tythedis cussed

topp ledB i n a i s ai on a 1 was onoccupa tTanzan i an

Binaisa’si rked byKenya wasthe11 year •s ameMay

c 1 a i ID i thatanda n i a n gblaming T a n z

been” had alwaysUgandaandKenyaopulat ionsP

byretali ated a n ewUgandatogether

animosities: Kenyas immering wasthet o

ben tguer ill as wreck ingUgandan ontrainingsecret 1y

t o that thisi rope ra t i v e notei sUganda. I thavoc I n

circumspect ion.regarded withclaim 1 s
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Kenya’sWith respect t o prob able training o f
guerillas, evidenceUgandan concrete gi venn o fc o -was

Again, little correlation
millitary conus i s s i o ns allegationsthebetween and

thethat two countriesremarks hadKenya’s ’’age-old”
towardsit Tanzaniafact thatI n1 inks. Kenya swas

thusdirected* We must perceive Uganda’sremarks were
then, b u1wa rka 1 1 egat ionsconflictive againsta s a

The MuwangaTanzan ia.at tackKenya’s governmento n
1979 owed-allegiancei n t o Dar-es-t othat powercame

Salaam and a
debilitative thet oUganda governmentsi n a s

Interestingly, closedKenya its borderssovereignty.
Uganda railway tankers other than st Opp i ngholding up

through Kenya.coffee enroute A s i n theUganda

forcedUganda t o wi thdrawinstances before, itswas

"categorical and unqualif iedShe gave a

allegations hadassurance" beenthethat

1979 thein factEvidently then. of

Kenya was stigmatized by Kenya’sUganda’s dependence on
cof f ee. Kenya’sact ion of holding updrastic power

thus made Uganda to cooperatecapabi lit ies withineven

setting of tension.a

broad factorshowever thattwo madeThere are

in the earlyUganda
succeeding Presidentadministration’sThe Amin1980s.
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insecuri ty and armedinternalthatawarewere

external thatint erest couldattractcouldoppos i t i on

(as had beeninternal affairs theint erf ere in
Uganda ’ s politics).t oinceptioni ncase

refurb i sh its internationaltoUganda meantSecondly,
thegeneral attitude by internati ona1thegivenimage

internecine civilrocked bycountryo fcommunity a
t hough to f thatlinethis onealongIt 1 swarfare.

has observed,

President 0 b o t e o fo foverthrowthefol lowing
a 11 enpt edof KenyaMoiPresident1985.JulyUganda in

Uganda politics.o fr es h ap i n gtheinin tervenet o
con s i de re dKenya wastoini tiallyfl edhadwhoObot e,

reciprocal arrangementsunderto extradition
Accordingly, hetwothebetween

clearing the wayZamb i a,i ntakeencouraged t o up
ofseries peaceasponsorMo i toPres i den tf or

Kampala andX nO k e 1 1 othebetween
Army (NRA). However, i nResist anceNa t i ona1insurgent

the cont end i ngonpressuresv a r i OUSput tingofe
res trainingfarin asasMoi wasfact i ons,
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relying e X - A m i n t r o o p s fromfromregimeOkel 1 o 

thedistrict, NRAs steady advanceNileU g’ a n <1 a ’ s West o r
When Kampalaconcerned. fell thet o NRAKaropa1 a wason

accepted the f act and offered fullMoi1986.J anuaryi n

Ugandan Presidentthe Yowerit o newo n

relations be tween the twoHowever,

b e 1destined cordialt o Moiess a scountries were

'’radical ”of the naturebee am e

Uganda.regime 1 ntheo f new

becameauthorities anxious thatKenyanMoreover,
cou 1 d prov i deUganda ofi nunrest a sourcecon t i nued

57 Thissupporters in Kenya•Mwakenya’ was anfora rms
basedgovernment out s i deKenyathet oopposing group

the count r y mainlyintoeringf i I tbutKenya
Kenya’s poli t i cali n s ys t em.changef or

alleged1986 Kenyandur ing overfurther grewTens i on
Uganda thatt ofreight deliveries were1 n

disputeintodeV eloping an openrouted through Mombasa,
Ugandans residento fill-treatment 1 nover

teach ing as anA Ugandan 1 nKenya:

custody 1987. The1 n(Kisii) diedKenya a1 D

h ethatal 1e ged wasKenya

the Ugandafora c t it e1 1 i gence1 n
58 i n theIt(NRM) perspective1 sMovemen t

i s ana 1ys ed.f o rego ing Kenyareta1iation thethatof
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Uganda offeringhitting against for bases forwas

f orces ’ a ther Thus,against leastgovernment . 500
Ugandas numbers of f orei gners to be det a i n edamongwere

1986 Pres i den t Moi,
’ill egal ali ens’assailing who creating unrest i nwere

, 59 of conf1ictKenya Th i s instances and cooperation
then demons t ra t e inconsistentthe nature o f re1 a t i ons
between Kenya and Uganda between 1971 and 1987 .

1990 ,the per i od 1987 o fnat ureFor even ts
relationsthat character ised Kenya-Uganda notwere

necessarily of Kenyan nor Ugandan mak ing. Even bef ore

close 1 ookattempt thesea t and theireventsawe

significance in determing Kenya-Uganda relations. i t 1 s

u s e f u 1 observet o that conflict and cooperation
t o s t radd 1 e this period.

December 1987,In Uganda alleged havetroops t owere
entered Kenya i 1 I ega11y o fi n pursu i t reb e 1 s and for
several days the armedand forcesU g a n d a n Kenyan
exchanged fire the border. theacross
Ugandan High Commissioner and a

citizens. December, Presidenti n Moi and

Museveni agreed f r omt o withdraw troops of
borderthe and all owt o resumpt i on o f normal

Int r a f f i c. January 1988, the two countries s i gned a
Joint communique which provided for cooperation between
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therelated t o o fprob 1 eiDsresolvingi nthem

border.the commontraffic across

disagreementof i nspiteimproved in a

Kenya * s refusal allowt ofrom aarisingFebruary,
* i11egi t imat e visitors’of Ugandansnumb er

In July, however,ai rport.the countryinto
renewed when Ugandaf r on tier werethealongtensions

srouggling t of comp1i ci t y in weapons aKenyaaccused o
Consequently,Uganda.1 nrebel group
the two stat esconf1i ctcooperation

1987 and 1989.betweenre 1 at i ons

offoregoing arraythef r orofely deduces acanOne
continueUganda t oandKenyathatc t ionsi n t e r a

the twofrequen t 1 ndespiteatecooped”
Ugandaswhi chThere wayaI srelations.coun tries

developments directly spill t oover

Uganda relations.of Kenyaarenathe
U g a n d a ’ s mainlyt oduethe casebeenhasThis

forfor power.fact ionscon
i D thatUganda aanarchy inprope 11edinstance

and 1980sthe 197 Osargued, s awAs wasKenya.
hert ocausi n gi ctcon f 1a i t i c s .i nt igewarped pres

comp 1 emen t aryKenya-Ugandapluscon
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the o f ofpresenceinterdependence areas

thebetween two countries.and cooperat ionconflict
(then) that Kenyawh i ch UgandaJ nsenseThere a1 s

continually coloured by the tha teven tsrelations are
developments.political Thisfrom Uganda’saccrue

above precedingthebasedi s onassert ion

Conclusion3. 3

f rom thisinferencescertaindrawWe can
becomesIt clearthird hypothesis.t o ourrelatesas

Uganda’s domestica sthat
Kenya-Ugandaintooften spill overscenario

the 1960s and 1970sdeduced inThis,

cont iguity of thethe twooffunctionlargely a
IS-

heritage, theircolonialcommontheir

that dictatedynamicsthe powerand

the emergenceImportantly too,foreign policies.their
and cooperation during theof conflictand

fact thatunderentire
through Uganda’swhen explainedrelat ions

depict pat tern ofical development s

conflictboth

demons trated that despi te19803The
the salience o fbel1igerence,frequent

thatsurvival make it imperativeand political
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she hast i1y reconci 1es with k enya. I n another respect

however, emanatingevents from Uganda during the

f orces occup i ed

reflected Kenya’sUganda, sensitivity t o Ugandan

ali gnmen t in the region. On siightlya

Kenya * sd i f f erent level, cooperat ion with Uganda is
heavily determined by Uganda’s non-a 1ignmen t with other

i n the i s i n f actregion. It saf e t o assert
that the internal po1i t i ca1 instability Uganda not1 n

only 1 eads con f1i c tt o with but equally of f ersKenya,
basis for K en y a t o seek for cooperation, noteda s
above. Despite this , Kenya’s capab i1i t i espower
her economi c leverageexport and harbour f ac i1i t i es,
force Uganda to cooperate when she overtlyeven causes
c on f1i c t s . Its this regard that the part i cu1 ar1 n

internal poli t ical deve1opraen t from Uganda bothcauses
conf1i ct i ve and cooperative i n t erac t ions between Kenya
and Uganda.
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and art iculated by the s t a t esraan, the latter includes
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the foregoing chapter).

Yashpal Tandon,3. ‘The Fore i gn Pol icy o f Uganda: A
Methodological Inquiry’-East Af rican I ns t itu te of
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CHAPTER FOUR

THE OrS-INTEGRATrON OF THE EAST AFRICAN COMMUiVI T Y :

EFFECTS ON KENYA-UGANDA RELATIONS

4.0 Introduction

Nation-states usually their foreigncarve
historically-perennial occurrences. By

this that certain even t s of i n t erac t ion between
states have r ecu r r i n ga theo n i nmanner

which they later interact.

perennial o r latterpresence day events
such s i gnif i canceassumes due t o a f fee t ed o f

nation-states, If nation-state sa national interests
perce ived t o haveare been relegated i n precedinga

integrative and supposed mutually beneficial endeavour,
the mode ofthen re1 a t ions that after the b reak —ens ues

of this endeavourup carry suspici onsover ins ome any
other interact!on. i s not t o thatsay

national — interests’ defined bynot theare reali ty an d
felt of the Thismomen t. t o1 s assert
that of cooperative interaction between
two i nc1udesaat ion —states the gamut

It i n the1 3 c oaplex i t y and
diversity of such thata gamut con f1i ct and coopera t i on

oft enare
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correlation betweenthewill exam i n echapterTh i s
and thethe B ACbreakuptheleading t ofactors

thatrel at i ons

Consequently,Kenya-Uganda relat ions.ch a rac t e r i s e a

b eshal 1of the EACservi cescertainsett ing tobasic
supra-nat ionalo f theb reak-uptheelucidateused t o

the b reak-up o f1eading t of act orsThusorganization. I

immediatehingemerelywill not o nthe EAC

willbut alsobreak-up,,itst otriggering events

factors thedisintegrat iveinherent 1 ncer taininclude

supra —nat ional se t —up.

realist—fromtheoret ical drawspositionThis

b e* Polit i ca11y i t raus tinterdependence assumptions:
theeffortintegrat ionthat any1 n

themselvesdistinctly perceivepart icipants will

o fcostexceed thereceiving willbenefits which

, 1participation

of o fcos tfactCrucial thet hi s stat emen tin 1 s
percept!onpart icipat ion. andUganda’sIt 1 s
relat edthe BAG t ocos t participation inof as

associated with thetheir present day thatecon om i es
Such inf erenceswhich today.they interact1 n

V ar i ables, factorsthe two 1 . eas

t o the break-up conflict cooperat ion1 eading and o r

therefore be seiect ed f r omwill corre 1 a t i on o f

even t s.certain
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the Coloniali nDisintegrationo fFac t orsInherentI . 1
RelationsKenya-UgandaProj ect i onsPeri od; on

Postal UnionandBoardCurrency aAf r i canE as tAn
21912byBritisht ablished byhad been es

f oundingo fdu t i esthewi thcharged aboardThis was
o fThe twoAfrica. goV e rn o rsfor Eastunioncus t oras

capitalf edera1board. AthisUganda headedandKenya
i nNa i rob i. i s11b e a tsupposed touni onthisfor was

thethat Ugandacen t rethisrelation t o
iC.Nsubuga putsf edera t i on. As

rational”thei ewp o i n tPrecedent wassuch Vupon a
4 further reiterat es,Nsubugainterest of Uganda. As

threetheo fi z e )Uganda 1 1 e s t swas s ID a

amaIgamationthattendedi n t egra t i n g Shepart i es con

the chance t oKenyaaccordKenyawith could onlynot
C could alsobuth e resources «r meagre

into Ken y aher benefitsimultaneously wash backs

this point thata tindicatei sIt important t o

initially aboutUganda a n X X o u sthus notwas

colonial-directed efforts a tin t egra t Tn thefact1 on .
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f or di ssens i on butthe basisnoti n t egrati on
o f theintegration.a t Partattemptsinhibitedalso

this;elaboratewill on

i n• The

and by the
75

bothwhich Kenya and1 nhowever wayaisThere
indisposed integralt o i V ebeenId havec o u

and afterb e f oreperiod soonThe
nationalisticcoloured bygreat lyindependence was

ofthe soverei gn tyactualizet o aurgefervour•
expressedindependenceandf reedofflnew 1 y

Consequently itefforts.the integrativei tself in
the nat ionalbetweendelineatedifficult t obecame

the mutual interests pooledinterest
f ew inferencesd raw aLetthe u si ntogether

third hypothesis.ourthisabout

t u t e1 agetheboth suffered o fand UgandaKenya
engendered thefactThiscolonialism-British
the interes t s o f

o f integrativedeve1 opmen tThethe
depict ivethus o f the1958 wereicess e r v
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regimes. To stretch thistheo finterests

negat i ve Ugandanthefurther t ocon t en t i on response

basically caused by Britishthusintegration was

kind o f influenceThis t ointeres ts. was

period preceding thethe break-upitself in

community.theo f

CommissionR a i s m a nthe whichi nIngrained
o fdistribut ion shares i nemphasized

accord Ugandat ostrategy andintegration awas

theTod i s b u r s em e n t s . extentfavourab1eTanganyika
outrightly developed Kenyacolonial policiesthethat

the provis ionsindustrial-cum-agricultural baseanas
heldonly waterCommissionR a i sm antheo f

cont inued gaintoKenyapract ise,Intheoretically.
the othercompared twot o£ ACthefrommore

indust rial andherofbecausepartnersconstituting
* I n 1960 Kenyai ns t ance•Forleverage.iculturalagr

K£H,000,000,000aboutofdisbursementsdutyrece ived
and K£6,000,000 for Uganda andco

Uganda perceivedpreceding,theoflighttheIn
from the scheme. Ithaving benefitted 1 smoreasKenya

attitude was depicted inindicating that such anworth
African Legislativeof the Bastrecommendat ionsthe

Herman Sarrwat. One of(EALA) chaired by Mr.Assemb1y
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theo f’decentralization cojnroun i t yread,its V 1 ews

efficiency and forforope ra t ion necessarys I s

, 1the cooperationo fbenefi tstheniaxiiaising

independent inquiryt 1 y .C o n s e even a nq u e n

profitslop-sided o f towardsnaturesanct ioned the

i ded by the f act that N a i r o b iKen ya’s favour which was a
8activiti es i fo f EAC Now,the1 i terary centerwas

endangering hercoope rationinit iallyUganda a ssaw

hangover o f hav ingthethennational same

the cooperat ive andexploi ted ramifiedbeen X nare
Ess en t i a11y,conflictive of relations.nature their

addeddis — integrat ion t o thethe scheme,<3 f such a
totally seif—inadequacy of both Kenya and Uganda to be

sufficient, i n ev i t ab1e. Onrenders cooperat ive even t s
the other hand, colonially captivated BAGofthe f act a

that makesscheme benefitedhave Kenya,s eemed t o

Uganda unwittingly shehost i1i t y wheneverwi threact
t ha tdeems her being t amperednational i n t e res t s are

with by Kenya; the assymetrieso fi n f1uencerecurringa

erabodi ed i n the EAC.

Kenya efficientand mostcheapes tp r ov ides the

t o Uganda. I n respeotforsea

perenn i a1 conflict—causing fivcn tso frscurrenccs are
normally settled upholding Uganda * ssakethefor
economic survival. will be observed thei nHowever, as
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gangedTanzaniaUganda andsect i on,next up 1 n

Mulungushi clubi n the1965 t oear1i er i nand even

and effectKenya ’ s economic i nforestall

observer put i t ,political p,reponderance. As one

on
1 n

t o

percei ved fact o fthePrecisely then. i t i s

made Ugandapredominance thatin the BAC gang

alliancewith the Suchother c ountries. wasa nup

cur tail her capaci tyisolate Kenyat omean t and further
the Eastact preponderant "middle-powert o as 1 na

thereAfrican thatregion. suchIt for reasona1 s

o f Kenya’sexists factorcorrelat ion thisb e tweena one
domi nat i on alii ance.of EAC the cons equen tandbene fits

RothchiId B u g a n d a , kin gd omhas thata rgued a

wi thin Uganda her integration inwas
13the thef ederat i on undercu tsheThis

with the largerconst i tut ional auton omyofprovision

the newlyUganda acquiredden i grat ing

independence. ent i t y concernedWhat BUganda an wasas

o fwith distribut ionwas upon
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However, thei n t eg'r a t i on . t o thatextent Uganda as a
14non — comm i ta1 thewho I e issue o f integration,was on

thes ubs equ ent into s cheme wou 1 den try ultimatelyany

withcovered e1 ement s o f doub t by theb e other part i es
thehers elf vis — a — Vi s rest. Suchand competi n g V i ews

bas i ci n V i ewi n t egra t ion i n understandingare ouron

disintegrated and subsequentlys chemewhy the how this
effects Kenya-Ugandahad long-t erm relations.has on

* The peop1e o f East Africai t ,pu tAs sour c eone are
that thefactthedoub t t o cont inuedI on ge r asI nn o

Af r i cano f the Eastand opera t i on C ommun i t yex i s t e n c e

today has been made injposs ib 1 e byitknow theweas
15explo i t er * s >i n Kenyacamp

f r om h i gh1y p1aced officialThis stat emen t a 1 n

after theUgandan break-up o fgovernment thethe soon

at t i t ude o fcl early indicates the Uganda t owardsEAC

then . border claims1976Thus , the KenyaKenya on can

h a V i n g premeditated bybeen partly thisb e s een as

difficult t o clearIt cutnevertheless a1 s

fac t orsbetween determiningt he o fline i romed i at e such

largelyconflict and inherent, unconsciousthea

above.the I r o n i c a 1 1 y ,reasons; as ones

such corre 1 a t i onfluidityhowever, t o anchorgoes1 n

hypothes Minister StateI f o f1 s . aour

t hat ’’black-sheep”declared o f thethe EAC ,Kenya was
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would determinethat howatt i tudinal basisthethen
national i n teres t s vis-a-V is Kenyadef ined/s herUganda

break-up o f thethe BAG hadsucceedi ngperiodthe1 n
set.been

inherentthe facetso f o fexaminedHaving some

ingrained in thethatcon f1i c tandcooperat ion were

betweenintegration the twoefforts a tinitial

closely theexam i n eimportant toitfindcoun t r i es, we
o f the BAG and theirbreak-uptheled t otha tfactors

Kenya-Uganda relations.ram i f i ca t i on on

Dis-integration;ofBased FactorsIdeologically4.2
Undei—currents

have argued that ideology isVarious a

the conceptual anddevelopment approach that charts out
formulation andpolicyforbasis

scholarstheseargumen tsTheimplementation.
t he wr i t ten-uniformually rally around examining howus

practicalityand o fmodeideologi es thet odown are

rendersideology itselfo fThisen forceraen t. aspect

Fortwofor reasons.this analys i shandy t o one

Uganda pursued similar ideologicalif Kenya andreason,
would b e for overtthen causen othere

ideological dissension; ratherbasedconf 1 i o n

if KenyaSecond, and Ugandacooperation would ensue.
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followed ideologically divergent approaches, then cause

especially predicatedwou 1 d onemerge,dissensionfor
the thirdthideological w 1o ffearthe

Tanzan i a.

prev i OUS chap t ers,theind i ca tedbeen 1 nhasAs
mode o f capi tai ismstate-assistedofKenya par took a

17African socialismprinciples ofboth tothat ascribed
duefact , i t t oIn 1 sen t erpr1s e.freeo ftenetsand

herthe E ACo fmembers saw a sotherthethatthis

Uganda thescheme.the o nadvantageously poised i n
capitalism ando fprinciplesascribed to

period undertheduringcertain pointsa t
’ Nak i ruboChart er * , theMan ’ s* Common1969The
effortsnationalisationtheand

of Uganda’s turn t oindicatorsthe ares ame
Nevertheless,70s .60s and earlythe latei nsoci al ism

a b h o r e dindependenceafterUPC soonprogrammethe
the Ob o t eregi me,the AminAgain,tenets of socialism.

a 1 1 borrowedregimeand BinaisaLu 1 etheregime,I I
approaches t ofrom

explicitlypartnerstwoheruni ikeTanzan 1 a
developmentt o a ssocialistascri bed t o

1967.ofDeciarat ion I ntheir Arushainou tchart ed

S o m a 1 i a , Sudan andtoo,regionA f r i c a nBastthe

141

m e mb e ralliance

approaches

study.
pronouncements

of the EAC ,

succeed i ng

social!sm

other hand

capital istguidelines
1 A. 18deve1 opment



po1i c i es,i n socialisti n t e res ts h ownhadE t h i op i a more

aid that t hey acqu i red fromID i I i t arytheo fbecauses o
thenthe E a s tern KenyaandUni onSovietthe

capitalist nation-state i navowed Easta nwas

o£ this erne r g i n g socialistonlynot wearyAf rica was

neutralise suchly t oequal eagerbutnetwork, a n

national-interestsher o fwou 1 d be t oThisalliance.

and economic. Kenya hopedpoliticals ecur i t y;ensuring
economi c relations witham i cab 1eo fup— k eepthethat

friendliness betweenthe buddingoffUganda would stave
actualizet o hereven tOneUganda. wasandTanzania

Am in’sdes i gns adven theri nbenefi ted uponKenya
oriented O b o t e hadlistthe s o c 1 apower;t o

level, lucidlyand Ken y ao V e r t h r o w n on

the foregoingi nUganda. Iti nthesupported X scoup
o f Kenya, Dr.MinisterFo re i gnthat thenthecont ex t

andstates notrecogniseWai yak i said,Munyua
19governments **

stat emen t served twothisHowever,
going aga i ns t theFirst, by notpurposes.

all laterleftKenya openregime, avenuesn ew
and po1i t i cal i n t e rac t i on.ingful economicmean
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t he regimeoutrightly welcoming 1 nnewby notSecond,
and caufc i OUSpredenfclyKenyaUganda, was

o fBoth aspectswo u 1 dAminpolicies pursue.theabout
o fnat ional — in teres tthestatement servedofficialthis

Kenya; political survival.

about the i tc au t i o u s wayKenya wasAs
1eadersh i p i n Uganda.thet oreact newt owou 1 d seem

that Amin , thefactthebased newoncau t i on wasThis
military leader butonlynot aUganda, wasi n

scheme.the E AC• ie dparticipat nnothad
open 1y an t agon i zet owantdid notKenyaFurthermore,

aboutaccus a t i onsincessantTanzan i a * sgivenTanzania
i n thetendenciesexploitative

educedthisthough, ri n g 1 yInterest

observe,and NgunyiAdarAsthe scheme.commitment in

axis

b ethat drawndeduct i ons cancertainThere are

Kenyabetweenlink-upthe ideologicalabout

their relations.its impact onthen
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allyacqu i re thet o EastKenya eager a n ew 1 nwas
bel 1igerenceplus theThis with whichreg i on.Af r ican
o f Obo t e (ill us t rat eddepos i t i ont o okTanzani a

as y1um) made i t poss i b 1 e forhimgivingtheir a newi n
between Kenya and Ugandarelations t o emergeofchapter

reiteration i s the facto f that.Worthy1970s.thei n
repatriated t h o us an dsOUS ter o fhisbef orehadOb o t e

Thus , forKenya. tens ionback t o caus elab ou re rsKenya
firstthe argument.Back t ohad been created.

circumscribed bythen , thepos i t i on wasKenya’s
allied Tanzan i a andhad Uganda.thatrifti deological

con tend that the continuedsafe t oi tfact , 1 sIn
cooperative relat ions thatandflictualcon

Uganda (referred to chapt ersand i ncharacterised Kenya
of t he need to hold togetherf unct i onan d 3 ) onawas2

Tanzania. worthagainst Itspoleideologicalana s
with the EAC andTanzan i a’ dis—interestthatrecalling s

non —comm i tmen t i nherledthat t othei ndeed reas ons
alii an ce. ToUganda-Kenyaemergingt hethe was
therethatt osuch viewpoint argue was atake 1 sa

"inconsistent” nature o fthebetweencorrelation
countri es andthe two thebetween

dis-integration.of BAGideologically-specific reasons
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Levels o f Development;D i sparities Impact4.3 1 n on
o f RelationsState

development theEconomic amon gs t BAC memb e r s was
affected B r i t i s hinitially b y economic colonial

has been ob s e r V e d thep o1i c i es. A s above s ub —1 n

Uganda and Tanzania neglectedsect ion » by Brit ishwere
promisethey did not much fecunditysett1ers b ecaus e a s

whitethe h i ghlands.p roduce Kenyaagriculturali n as
colonial p o1 icy hadB r i t i s hImport an t1y sei zedtoo.

Uganda’s borders arrogated t hemWes tern and Kenya’st o
border peripheries. Thus • the BritishEastern wanted

the industries that had been es t ab1i shedon
Nai rob i then .in As scho1 ar has * By 1958 ofnoted.one

the 474 conpani es registered i n East A f r i ca, only
70 opera t ed both i n Uganda and

At independence. the export—oriented agri culture

Kenyai n based large-scale commercialwas upon

agri culture o f the highlands ** wh i t esettled and o n

European owned plantations. the disproportio^a t eThus,
development of manufacturing services bound up withwas

ear 1 ythe settlers, whose higho fpresence i n c o m e s
generat ed services.high demand manufact uresf or an da

enab 1edThis to develop service processingeconomy
and manufacturing whichindustries provided not only
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for needs, but also forits those o f Uganda and

F rom i ndependence thet o break-up o fup
(1977),the theEAC of Kenya prgoressed a teconomy a

of 8^cumu1 at i ve realrate i n terms, with growthover
industrialthei n

Uganda’sDuring the period, economic growths anie

o f 6.9% 1971from high i nfell 1 . 2%rate t o i na

‘ i n the period 1970-76Furthermore,
of 6.7%i ndus trial fell byoutput averagean per year ,

7.8%compared with of inannual growth .rate 1961-an

I t i s thus possible t o thesee

disproportionate levels of economic development between
the coun tries thattwo mitigated untainteda ga i s n t

o f national interes ts the andi n theEACconcurrence

period after its disintegration

Concen t rat i on of ef fort federation had negatedon

the for enhanced co-ordinat ioneconomic

the gu idei ines theo f East African

Common Although theOrganization
Karapala Agreemen t themee tattempt to need ofwas an
holding the common market together, of
separate currencies striking departure f rom theawas
common arrangements
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con c1ude thatfallacious t owould b eI fc a

wou I d lead t oarrangementso f thedissolution common

development -1eve1s ofdistributionsmodest e c o n omic1 n

Uganda’sbackwardness o fo f the relat ivehuge partA
the market, andcould not be traced t o common aeconomy

market would havefrom thewithdrawal notcommon

underlying itsweaknessreduced the economi c economy.

* The dissolutions t a ted, o fHaz1 ewood hasArthurAs
o f thesma 1 1 sizethemarketthe given econom i escommon

divertedhave muchwouldand Uganda, noto f Tan z an i a
,28dev e 1 o pmen t Kenyaindustrial them f r omt o

f r om theTaking the foregoing deroga t ionfactor o f

chances forn egIi g i b1earrangements,commo n one sees

mut ual dissolution o feconomi c a f ter thecooperat ion

EAC , There i s in which Uganda would cont inuethe a way
viewing her and Kenyatransactions betweeneconomi cany

1op-s i ded Though thisadvantage.t o the 1 at ter’sas

as s er t i on economicthatnegates the fact
replenishment, thiscontinually needwou 1 d

theshows o f perceivedmagni tudethe

discrepancies cont inues* Kenya holdi n t ocooperat ion:
uppei—hand thani n ecoDomic count ryan the ourarena

, 29because of r i va1r i espo1i t i ca1our
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1986i n perhapsMusevenib yassertionThis

n a t i on a 1 interestso f d i vergenttheindicates source

‘ Weof thethe break-up EAC :corre1a t ed t ob ewhich can

lineindependent i nmaintainalwaysshould a n

culture and foreign relations. Wepolitics,economi cs,
accord i ng to how they relatefoeshould Judge friend o r

of the soci al andi rr espec t i veintereststo ownour
, 30countriestheirsystem obtaining ineconomic

and counter — accusat i onsaccusat i onsconstantThe

internal affairs o fthemeddling i nUgandaabout

(for instance) be associatedand can

theof Uganda. To ex t en t thatthe above positionwith
Kenya’s nat ional interests perenn i allyMus ev en i assees

then the factors that led t o
argued abovethe dissolution of the EAC as a

coopera t i vedetermining therole I n
Suchnature of Kenya-Uganda relations. assert!onan 1 s

Uganda’squa1i f i ed for withexarap 1 e o f
thatinterdependence: • It does not independentmean an

o t herinter-dependent withi s econom i es,economy It i s
econom i esinterdependent with other 1 n it

economically becannot se

Consequently, t he that Was
re I 91 2 Of) st o '"'Uh

even1980s and in 1990s.thein
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theenvisagedsystemtrans fe r-t ax 1 ntheUnder
i tCo-operat ion,African wasEastforTreaty

countries t oless-develindustriallythefor

thefrommanufactureso fimportstariffinstitute ona

buddingtheirprotectdeveloped t o ownfairly s o as

imposed on 1y byb e‘Transfer t axes ai ndus tri es. can

A f r i cani n t ra-Kas ti ndef i ci toveral1withcoun try an

fromo n 1 importsand amanuf actures, y o ntrade i n
,33deficithaswh i ch it a

Ugandainto- operation. wasthe treatyWhen came
from Kenyaimportstransfer taxesimpose o nab 1 e t o

trans f erimposeent i tled t onot anyKenyawhereas was
taxes.

t ot ransf er-tax s ys t emtheofthe wasAs essence
notthough Ugandaproduct ion,domestic wasbolster

board * ,• across thet rans f er t axesplacet o
cou 1 dshecould only tax t hos e typesshe

transfer tax by Uganda onThe o fimpositionproduce. a
goodso f Kenyapr icethewou 1 d ironically raiseKenya

Ugandaon 1 y t onotrelat i onUgandathe market i nin
Africa.imports from outside Bastbut also toproducts,

transfer-tax system wastheant eceden tThe o f
between the BAGdeV e1opmen ti ndus t riald i spari tics i n

howcorreidtion betweenThere s t rongex I s tsme mb e r s• a
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in fluence onitsands y s t eiDthe
instillt otheD es p i t et rade.Kenya-Uganda

Kenya1 978,□ nd1969’ betweengains,
t hreeandt radei n t ra-SACtotaltheo f

34 andaverage’ Kenyatradeexport o no fquarters
therefore notdispari ties wereeconomicUganda

Kenyafact,Intransfer tax system.transformed by the
illustratedthe a sfrom samebenef i tt o

above.

post-1977thethats a I'db enott heni tMight
d i s-p1easure onlatentcoloured byheav i lyper i od was

e qu i t ab 1 ea tfailedtheseUganda * s
* The postit ,has putChemongesdistribution? asor

interaction will be affected1978 Kenya-Uganda economic
Thesystem.transfer-taxtheo ffailuretheby

haltaboutbring afailed t otrans f er t ax sys tern
35Kenya * s trade growth,in

report edAgencyNewsSudanesethe1979,1 n Augus t
k i1 owetresroad of about 100about a

Lodwar in Kenyalinking
completetransport Sudan-bound goods int oroad was

theo fOctober1 ncommodit ies.negation
SudanKenya andyear ,s awe

inLodwarconnectingroadanothercor>struct ion ofthe
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accordS u d an; t oSouthernJuba i nandKenya
Worth o fMombasa.o fthe portt oSudan d i rect access

threeh n dTanzan i athatf n c tthe semph as i s 1 s
r a i 1 wayconstructplans tannounced newaearli e r o
cu r t a i1Indi an Ocean t otheVictoria t oLakelinking

Kenya * s port of Mombasa.dependenceUganda’s on

thefor marketsseek t ot oef f ortsKi rst ,
illustrates theDj ibou t iandE th i op i aSudan,north, i . e

Uganda * s market. Thisdependencecurb onat tempt t o
o f,dis-integration thethefromob tainsthusa rgumen t

aboutUgandab yaccusat itcons tanE AC ; o n

the regime i noffalland thethei n EACroledomi nan t

Theact i on.thisforprov i ded the b as i sthusUganda

hadUgandano f thecapaci typurchas ing

t ravai1 thatthec on s i d e r ab1y due t od own econ oraicgone

Uganda-Tanzaniatheshe experienced war.upon
otherculminatedBasically then, dis-integrationthe 1 n

thedrove twooutside thateconomi c ven t ures way ,a1 n
interaction.coun t r i es from cooperativeaway

o fthe break-up EACThe ab o V e fo11ow ingeven t s
1 eve1sdi sparate ofofunderstood contex twithinare

n o t h e rdevelopment. From P e 1 v eac
f o rc esTanzani a t oby Uganda and aJ o X n

preponderance madeeconomicreducingt oV i ew
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thusnorth. Kenyatheout lets t otradef o rseekKenya
d omin a n thav i ngo finterests aherSUS taint o

Tanz an i a.withal 1iancetrading
’ t r e fordraisonthei sdeduct ion ,i nThis, our
relationso fconflictual naturethethatinferring

precedingthe( illustrated1979and I n1977between
d i s —o fback-drop EACtheo ffunctionevents) awere

in t egra t ion.

that led t ofact orstheexamined var1 OUSHaving
post-1977immediatetheirandthe EACo fbreak-upthe

i t1 a t i o n s ,Kenya-Uganda X sr eo n
1980s.for thetheexam inet o s ameimportant

Cooperation;andConfli ctC ausi n gFactorsOther4.4
19803theProjections on

forTreatyo faspectscertaine X a m ishallWe n e

theram ificationsand its oncooperat ionAfricaBas t
interact ionofnaturecooperativeand/orconfli c t i ve

itextenttheTo wasthe coun tri es:twobetween
Af r i cai narrangementsex i stingt omean t examine

UgandaandTanzani aKenya, oncooperation betweenfor
thedue t ohav i ngint eres tof mu t ualmatters

37 Thus , thegovernmentsthe respect iveo fV i ews
theheremeani ngf u1 t oi sinterestof m u t ua1ques t i on
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interactingdid stopnotUgandaandthat Kenyaex tent
this end , certainTotheo f EAC.co I I apsetheafter

affect(ed) the natureo f the t reatyp r o V i s i on sinherent

re 1 at i ons-t hei ro f

Uganda cou1d imposeUnder the transTer tax system,

f manufacturing industries. Thisimport starri f oona
the price of goodsimmediate impacthadpr oV i s i on onan

tax by Ugandatrans fero f"The impositionf rom Kenya.

o fthe Kenyawill raisef r om pri ceKenyaimportson

onlyin relation not t othe Uganda marketi ngoods

outsidefrom Eas tbut al so importsUganda products t o

tendency forb eThere wou 1 d theref oreAfrica. a

thea tf r om outside Africaimports East t o increase

o fA rationalization

m i gh t b ethinking transfei— taxthe theb eh i n d sys t em

Theencapsulated proposition:followingi n the

individualdeve lopment theeach o fo f industries i n
thef r ompartner states competitioninhibits more

developed partner d em e r i tsubstantive i nAt a t es.5

is tht*'tthis proposition there wou1dtransfer taxesfor
industries efficientlybe operate withinwhich cou 1 d

the market of However,any one
Uganda decreased two after theexpor t 8 t o

break-up of the EAC.
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Tab 1 e Three indicates that b e tween 1977 and 1979,

Kenya ’ s Uganda fell from K £ 6 1,9 9 2exports t o t o

worth K£14.245.K£37,7^7, fall However, due thet oa
developedthat had industries, thisfact Kenya more

1980s;the T ab 1 ereversed three furtherfall as1 nwa s

figure of K£37,747 Kenya’s1 owtheshows. F rom expo r t s

K£71.476 1983 ;byUganda spiralled increaset ot o an

deduct i ons ough t b eK£33,729. Certain t o madewo r t h a t

of theeffects transferthethis ab out taxJ un c t u r e

Kenya-Uganda relations.o fthe naturesys tem on

expect ed theUganda treatywhereas1 eve 1At one
the marketingt o burgeon o fprov is i on transf er t axfor

her the undeveloped f act o-f hergoods, long-runthe1 n

i ndus tri es trading leverage. effectI nKenyagave
imba1anceexperiencet oUganda an

o f the BAG dueo f thet obreak-upafter the

provision 11 importants ys t em.o f trans f er taxthe 1 s

t o experiencednote i n t ernec i nethat Ugandaalt hough
civil ( when the NRM)warfare 1985andbetween 1981 was
f ight ing at gumen t affect edfor preced ingthepower,
the betweenrelat ions thecooperative twoo fpos t ure
coun tri es. \

There cont inuedi s Kenya domi nancewhicha way 1 D

o f the East engendered t ens ion betweenmarket
Kenya and s c h o1 ar has a t ,putA s one
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thesethe growth ofUganda expected that’’presumab 1 y ,
o f the t ransf er1i f e t i me taxesthew i thinindustries

i ndus trial base forsufficientb ewou 1 d a

equalwith Kenyacompeteable t o o nb e a nt oher

therefore, genera 1X n

relatively developedaboutdisenchantment
1985a t t emptThe

fact ions thusbetween Uganda’s warring wasto mediate
enhance her po1i t i ca1only tonotattemptdeliberatea

foothoIdgain i nalso t obutUganda, aoverleverage
that despite theawa r einternal affairs.her

herbetween andthat had arisenincessant conflicts
trading withcontinueneed t othere awasUganda,

Importantly therefore, thega ins.econora i cforUganda

i nconflictboth caused as seentax s ys t emtransfer

trade ando fimbalancesfromarisingtens ion
talks1985the peacecooperation as

Ma i rob i.i nfact i onsUganda warringbetween

Conclusion C

how the factorstried to examineThis chapter has
o f the SAC ramifydia-integrati(\nthet oleading

It has generallythemselves on
percept i on o f Kenya’sthet oduededuced thatbeen

the EAC . Ugandaeconomic
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betweenconflictcansin gbelligerentlybehavet ends t o

iMuseven i ’ svein,thisT ncoun tri es.the two

HighUganda *backsent sKenyaafter1 9871 n

apt .Commissioner 1 s

r,4o

N g u n y iandAdarthatthis V ei nIt 1 s
r e 1 a tinter-state ionspos t — E ACthe era.a r gu e,

haveschemede f un c ttheofs tatesmemb e rthebetween
M 4 1 e V e 11cOn morecaut iously adeveloped

however"Kenya’they say, re5

era"pos t — E ACthepursued cautiously inbeen

theof EACb reak —upthetheref ore,ex ten tthisTo
thet hems elvesreflect 1 nthatanimositiescontained

r e 1 a t i on s .theirofnatureand cooperative

interacttheiro f ionnaturei v ecooperatThe
theo fbackgroundi n t egra t i onthef r omaccrues
thefromemanatesaspecti c t i V ethe c o n f 1whileEAC

believes t oUgandathatga insecon omi c1 n
chapterthiswhy sees athatAnd

the break-upleading t obetween factors1 ink theclose
conf1i ct i ve natureandand theEACtheo f

Kenya-Uganda relations.of
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CHAPTER FI VS

SUMMARY AND CONC LUS TON

Introduction5.0

findingsdemon s t ra t et o ou rchapter attemptsThis
Thehypotheses.andobjectivest orelation our1 n

con tributewillchaptereachfromconclus ionsgeneral
hypotheses.o rtowards

thisrecomrnenda t ions 1 nalso give policysha 11We
examiningthroughdoneb ewillThis

meritsbothencompassingalternati
externally-t h a t anyi nBear i ngd erne r its.and

adequat eshou1d havedecision-making process
of strengthsprovisioninfo rma t i on , our

this purpose.each alternative servestoand weaknesses

thet osolut iont ha t anotdoesThis
11at tained.beenunder

the entiref rojubeen generatedknowledge hassomethat
ab s o1u t e butnoti 3knowledgew J*, i c h

period undertorelative

of Analysisnhject ives
5.1

meaningful t oi si tforegoing*the1 nAs
analyticalwhatshowandobjectivesour
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ahd Means

investigation:
the s t udy.

noted
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either proving

and appropriate

only shows

ori ent ed

study has

mind

chapter.

however mean

problem

dis'proving our



Thisobject ives. willtheseattainused t owemeans
find i ng's throughanalysinginto1 ead ourlogical I y us

the hypotheses.

an a 1ys e keythet oobject ivegeneral wasOur
that under-p in Kenya-factorseconomicandpolitical

unravelout t o thesetyieUganda
states’ relations dep i c t edtwothese‘inconsistency’ i n
conflictive events. Weandfrequent cooperativei n

Kenya-Uganda po1i t i caIwhetherknowt osorttherefore
was/is Iarge1y cooperat i ve,interactioneconomicand

both.conflictive or

aimedob J ec t i vefirst a tpoint, ourthetoMore
between Kenya and Ugandatrade interactionshowshowing

and/or cooperative even t s. Weconflictivet orelated
s tudyperiod under into certainentirethedownbroke

thetrends b e tween twotradeanderas
re 1a t edthese periods t oo fchoice wasOurcountries.

both count r i es.ei therregimes ino f orchange
fallsdr as tbydetermined I coccasionally o ralsoX t was

onlyt he whenThis casewastrade1 nrises
i n bothb e i nt o power

choicethis thatforThe\ Justificati wason
coun

affectdoesand onlynotcanof
poli c i es,economic butandpolitical

interaction.
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either

change
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interaction t otradei ntrendscertainlinkedWe
1 i n k a g eThisevents.conf 1ict i veeither cooperative o r

demons t ra t ew e 1 1trendsthe asexplain ast omean twas
trade waswhether

c o op e r a t i o n.or

certainhowshowt omeantOur 5

developments in Ugandainternal political
between Kenya andand/or cooperationconf1i c tto either

analysis intodivided ourwethis case,I nUganda.
internalcert ai nbecausethisdot ochoseWedecades.

o fcharacteristicKenya werei ndevelopnentspolit ica 1
(post-independenceimme d i a t e

partyAfrica,(jgVe 1 opmen ts ) inpo 1 i t i ca1
withcharacter is edmainly1970stheofdepictiveor

1980sthedevelopemnt, o reconomic
econom i candpoliticalwith

Breakingthree.i nalluded t o’’hardships”
also gaveten-yearintothese
politicaltheselinkt o

Such a
developments

thetoforeas i er usitmade
thepolitical developments oninternal

role
theo f twonature

interact ion.
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developmen t s
periods

struggles

con tribute(d)

chapter
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either
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states’

national
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developmen t s
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Ugandadevelopmen t s t ocertainrelated 1 nWe
with theeven t sconflict ivecooperative orcertain

di scordancethedet erm i n in g o rconcurrenceo fpurpose
interests in both cases.of national

show how certainsought tothird objectiveOur

the EACo f culm i na t edcollapsethe1 ead i ng toreasons
between Kenya andcooperationand/ori n

leadingtook certain reasonsthis wecase,InUganda.
and 1 inked them t oEACtheo fdis-integrat iontheto

interact ion betweentconf 1ictivecooperative or
f actorstheseo fchoice wasOurcountri es.twohe

relationship withimmediatetheirb yd e t e rm i
determine Kenya-thataspectseconomicandpoli t ical

relations.Uganda

5.2

interact iontradethathypothesis wasfirstOur
between Kenyaconflict and/or cooperationinflueiic-ed(s)

hypo t hes i s sugges tedthisSpecif i ca1ly,and
country were/are higheronethat

conf1ict was/asthenthe other,toaccruingthosethan
also suggested that cooperat i onThistolikely

f UDC t i oninteraction could be ofa
thesein

trade imbalances.these
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inter-state
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if trahe
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either
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deduced that tradeitstating, wasB road1y
affected by even t snotisinteraction

noted ■thatIt duecountries. t owastwothebetween

the
all owed t o tamper withevents

i n t rade. Aseconomictheir
of trade with Uganda isthe salienceto Kenya,relates

that the latter offers forready marketthecaptured in
I and1ockedher position’ sTn Uganda case,her goods.

imperative that she dependit onAfrica makesEasti n
condi t ionthis obtainstrade;herforKenya

shortesttheUganda routeoffersMombasain-as-far-as
to cooperation, certain periodsre1a t esAsthe sea.to

heighteneddemonstrated
countries. Cooperat iontwothebetweentsar r an geinen

correlated strongly.trade thereforeand
hypothesis prov i ded withusthisnutshe11»In a

despite the instancesThatfinding:s-i go ione thei rUganda,and economi cKenyabetween
of theythat cont inue t odictate
n a infer f r om findingsafe tothusIt IScooperate.

usual 1 y caused b yfactors.1 i t i ca1pothat prestige designsand/orthe powerenhancing
con f1i ct. Thethat caus eKenyaUganda or

of
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either

it. is
'^at

attempts
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trade interaction upon specific

con fli ct-causing
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strand of interactionunderlying between the two
trade interact ioncountries largely

o V e r a 1 1translates t o t hem . I n
from their trade interdependence.this accrueseffect,

Our second hypothesis that internal poli t icalwas

influenceUgandai n conflictdevelopments and/or
andKenya Uganda.between Sped f i ca 1 1 y ,

uggested that political instability inthis hypothesis s

con f1i c tinto with Kenya.translates Th iUganda 5

that unstablealso regimes i nhypothes is

likely to cooperate with Kenya.

that the historical factors offindings wereOur a
British colonial heritage leads both to conflictshared

argued11 that due t o thewasand

agricultural and industrial deve1 opmen tinassymetries

propelled by British policies i neconomicwerethat
Uganda remained belligerent towards Kenya.Bast Africa,

forinstance offer conflictt o i nfor causeThis was

demanded forPresident Am i n portions o f1976 C'hen
and Rift Valley provinces claiming thatNyanza

t o Kenya by British

the other hand. due toOn a shared
andboth Kenya Uganda ab 1 eheritage, t oarecolonial
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suggested
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therefore
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and1 t u r a 1 poll ticgiven c u

largely be theThis t G i nbackgrounds. was seen case
1360s.the early and lage

instability UgandafactorThe 1 n

d e andCoup tats concomitantengendered by numerous
continuedcaused by warring byeconomic

foundfor t o lead t oseeking waspowerfactions
countries. I n thistwothebe tween vein,conflict

betweenco rre 1 a t ion politicalstrongthere awas
between theand conf1ictUgan d a twoinstability in

countries.

thelevel however, politicalAt

also culminateUganda seen t t owas 1 n

deducedIt thatKenya.with wascooperation
forKenya import tradedependence on’ s

det ermine the trend o f po1i t i cst oendeavours
This for examp I ecooperat i on.led t o wasUgandai n
acted mediator1985 when Ken ya a sX n

Mi 1 i tarytheand rulingMuseveniN. R.M ofthe
Okello.of

internal politicalspec i fic sense,moreIn a
andconflictboth cooperat ionlead t o

magni tudeThe o fand Uganda* eitherKenyabetween
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dictated byneverthelesscooperation isandcon f1i ct
Uganda.the political developments i nofnaturethe

to bridge any differences caused byUgandaAgain,
herupholdi n order t osituationher own

vis-a-vis Kenya.interestseconomic

that the break-up ofOur
con f1i c tual and cooperat i vetheinfluenced(s)EACthe
and Uganda. I n particularKenyabetweeninteract ions

the break-up ofled to thethatreasonsthereference,
the count r i es.two Itbetweenconf1ictstoleadEAC

culminated in thethatreasonsthethatassumesalso
cause(d) cooperation betweenthe EACof

c o untri es•twothe
the economicthatrevealedfindingsThe

scheme caused d i s -EACthei n□f Kenya
members.otherthe

f unct i on of t heratherbut a
notwasthis and industrialanasKenyachoice i n Kenya. This

by developraen teconomici n
o r Uganda relates Kenya.t o

colourstiy
which s aw

beto
was

aaSKenya
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alii ances precedingIdeo1ogi cal the col lapse of

deterniine(d) the Uganda re I a t esalsothe EAC way t o
noted that Uganda’s turn t o social ismItKenya. a twas

i nd i s posed thet i mei n cooperativepoints t rendcertain

and Uganda.between Kenya Eveninteract!on withof

into thespilling overSUSPi c i ons pos t-EAClatentthis
thet othe econ omicera ,

political animositiesthe thatarena
o f the EAC.the break-upi ns t rumenta1 t owere

thus broadly evenIt was
inter-state interaction the wayo fevents

other. certain felteach needs o ft orelatelaterthey
an imos i t ies that coul d h av eanysubmergemomen tthe

thei 3 extent thatThiscarried over.been
economicmutual ofandcontiguitythe

i n i al factors leading to t heneutralisestatestwothe

collapse.bag’s

o fthe economicconcurrenceNotwithstanding

therefore the shelving of power
latent tension between the twomot i vat i ons,

goes

this tens ionthat i s notnotet oIts
the percept i onsfrom o fbute con om i osf roa

about how they expect eachmakers
their
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o f herbecausethatKenya assumesbehave.t oother
her tradei nandEACthe s omoreindoin i nanceinitial

* b i g -should actsheUganda, a swithinteract ion
pos i t i on i sThisconcerned.where Uganda isbrother *

poli t i ca1andeconomi cdetegreatly
to behave aroused the drivethe post-EAC eraperi Is 1 n

o fdivergencealongI t 1 sfficient.
the tensionthat-interestn a t i on a

heavilyi sdis-integration moreev enEACt o

-EAC period.
i n1 aden

Museven iYower ipres i den tcitetowant

Stab i1i ty,Conference onAfricanrecenttheduri ngwho quoted havetoUganda 1 si nCooperationan dSecurity
the peop 1 ebetweenprob 1emn oIS• there

butthe states,twobetweeno r

the partpercept i on on
a1 sthere

1eadersh i p * .the Kenyai nsome

the e c o n om i ct othis
purposesFor dis-integration,EACforiblerespons

as s y™®

Museveni

power

171

tries

says,

and Kenya
of subjective

of

genu i ne

such

o£ Uganda

precedent

o f

said,

perhaps

peop1e

prob 1em

perception

relating

seif-su

sted by Uganda whose

leaders in Kenya is to 
Kenyan leaders do not like 
our policy which is in 
that they could make us 
wrong because they have 
do that"2.

«,„t. problem with some •The prooiew 
underestimate ■

\ to think\ order. ^^re is
change by P to
no right or



though cooperation haslight of the foregoing,In

period,pos t-KACthei nthrive givent o

innate tensionscerta ininterdependence,Kenya-Uganda
conflicts. Theretwo coun triesthebet ween

recomraendat ionsp o1 icythreeaboutare
3makers.the decisiont oavai lable

Pol icy RecommendationsAlternative5.3

recoDiraenda t i onspolicygivet oa 11 emp ts ha 11We
intotaking accountmakers, ourpolicyfo re i gnfor

policy recommendation can beClearly,findings.
given shifting conditionsabsolutely viablecons idered

ofcount r i es. one.the twoand needs of
regardiroperat ive in t omight be athreeallortwo

only o fo f themthe usage onewhereasissuecertain
another ci rcums t ance.

Change of Percept ionsOne:Alternative5.4

conflict thebetweenmyth of twotradit ionalThe
1 e a d e r sused by e i therb e 1 nnotshou1d

enemy" when there aret o.V country refer ato
prob lens i n theirandeconomicinternal

traditional tendency t othisi sIt
hostileact ions a s

conf1i ct when t heof eventheanchorsthat
trade;i n though

two
in benefits.assymetrieswith
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possible

countries

each other’s

countries

”common

often cause

no one

might be considered meaningful in

c o u n',t r i e B .
constantly perceive 

impression

A comb ina t i on



The two countri es’ foreign-policy makers shou1d i n
effect cu11 i va t e change of perceptiona regard ing each
other’s initial host ilities . The y need h arb ournot

basedgrudges this. Aon extrovert view o fmore
interaction e i t her 5 ide onlyon can ifemerge an open-
minded and positive at t i tude is nurtured by Kenya * s and
Uganda’s foreign— policy makers

5.5 Me rits

(a) This alternat ive o f i n t eract ionopens up avenues
wh i ch not perceivablewere due t o the

limitati on of "fixed” animos i t i es between the two

coun tries’ foreign-policy makers.

(b) It the tensionea s e n s that has 1 lyu s u a

characterised the states’two relations.

(c) It enhances the i n wh i c h nationalareas

interests cou I d and i n ef f ectcon cu r

subsumes wi thany concern power- pres t i ge-o r

searching motivations b y i n both
coun tries.
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5.6 D eme ri t s

(a) the danger 1 i V i n gThis alternative harbours o f the
s ecu r i t i es’ state’s risk.of ei ther a t Given the

humaninexplicable o f ivations;nature mot

especial ly the nat ionalwhere interests o fs o

nation-states carved by statesmen, the dangerare

open —ra i nded atti t ude giveso f the riska n

security arrangements.expos i n g

nat ional interests o f both(b) that ther t assumes

effectIt doesof ten a tcoun tries notpar. 1 nare

take the fact thata c c o u n tinto

interdependence could be shifted whenevertrade1 n
either alternativefor marketscount ry o r

routes.

5.7 P oliey — makers t oFore i gn GetTwo :

A d e^u aXe_ Xo M^kXng^Prior

Deci s i ons

The shouldcountriesi npress more

sceptical about the bordersa t o f bothwhat happens

countries. theI n instances, print media

magnifies individual skirmishes thea t border t o

port ray con f1i c t .overal1 Kenya-Uganda This , it was
deduced, lotaccords sa1i ence thanmorea

deserves 1 o pract ise.
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con tex t u a 1appropriate andadequate,

be gathered by foreign po1i cy makersshou X dinfo rma t i on
of the ab OU tanalyses Kenya-before picking the press

that mi ght t akeThis i s as sum i n g i tUganda conflicts.
both coun tri es 1 ong time bef oremed i athe pr int a1. n

initial precedentsf r om laid aboutthey step away

hostility. Such i n d e p t heither countries research

for obJectiVe—oriented analysis.demands

5.8 Mer it s

realistic informationand(a) appropriateAdequate,
accord forex gnwillab o u t con flictive even t s

policy makers consistency and continui ty policy1 n

f ormu1at i on. the thewill b e t o ex t en tThis cas e
that conflict an d/o r cooperati onwhat ob tains as
f r om Nairobi bound b eeither Kampala t o1 so r
consistent peri o d f time. However,oaover
perceiving cooperat ive eventsand/orcon flictive
from gatheredinsufficient ioninformat

subjective change f r om timeanalyses may t o

t ime , given their biased conceptions.

(b) Factual onlynot offer the

F o r e i g n objectiveo f

informa tion, also all owwill forit detai ledbut
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briefing of the Presidents countries on
certain foreign policy issues. Official foreign
po1 icy pronouncements will effect b e1 n
authoritative and purposeful.

(c) reduce the embarrasments that have in
the past characterised foreign policy makers 5
where the border skirmish

factual statement to explain the
discrepancy obtaining from continued cooperation

5.9 Demerits

(a) It may not be practical to gather what we refer to

be absent, that del iberately1 s ,
hidden from the reach of the researcher, but such
information still b e colouredmay by the
researcher’s biases.

The timing bk-tween the(b) occurrence of a conflictive
and theeven t to produceurgency officialan

and
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appropriate information to be gathered.

for adequate

us objective information.
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press sensationalises a

Not only might such
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be too short

is given
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o f Economi cCon t i nued Pu rsu itThree;Alternative5.10

Trade

tradingshould continueUganda and Ken y aThat

seek forcountries t obothb ydespite

their goods. Thisforroutesandmarkets

thei si tbecausefound necessarywas
that relates

be sought Ugandainthusgoods shouldforMarket more

and the latter

from Kenya.

Uganda *sthatopiniont heofareweHowever,
for her goods should notroutes1 ternativea

thoughKenya. Evenbyc i rcumspec t i onviewed withbe
of Kenya,national-intereststhet obethis

to seek for alternative routes duethe right

to her

Merits5.11 V

interaction submergesdeduced.As(a)
thebetweenhostilitiesany

willenhancementitscountries,
generally cooperative o fnaturethe

interaction.
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Uganda has
landlockedness.

might not

should also be

strongly with cooperation.

encouraged to import more

perpetuate

single strand of



the national-interests1 s of both(b) t oIt countries
trade with each other.theythat Even though

have experiencedt o hugeUganda tradeseenI s

the econofflic restructuring that isimbalances, now
boundthe coun try t o changein thisunde rway 1 s

assymet ry.

subordinatpos i t i onAfrica’s a s a stateeG i ven(c)

cosn t i t u t estrading facetregional ofasys t eiD,

Africanenhancesthat states

the industrialised nations.vis-a-visindependence
their national interests □ f attainingt oi sIt

self-sufficiency, thateconomic theyregi ona1
inter-state trade.

Demeri ts5. 12
be used instrumentas an t ointeraction mayTrade(a)
b e tween the twotens ion coun tries.the

landlockedthat Uganda r em ains athe extentTo
depend Kenya’s porto n t ohercountry

heracquire
this a 8 ausingo f

against Uganda.
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(b) Continued trade interact ion between the two
countries the reveaIedover years assymetricalan

o f totalpattern tradeexport t ©wards Kenya *s

advantage. These trade surpluses therefore
burgeon Kenya’s economic national interest against
Uganda * s trade interaction.i n The tendency, as

latent dis-affectiondeduced, againstwas was
to conflict betweenKenya which leads them.

V
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5. 13 FOOTNOTES

1. Tanzanians normally used when
the capita 1ist-orientedreferring t o nature o f the

In Oginga Odinga, Not Yet Uhuru: TheKenyan economy.
(London:of Ogi nga Odinga. Heinemann),Autobiography

1967).

1991.22,The Nation (Kenya), May,2.

recommenda tions thatdiverse and numerous can3. There are
regards the conflictive and cooperativebe generated as

of Kenya-Uganda relations.nature
of Study, the three policyFocust odue ourHowever,

deemed meaningful. This thewasrecommendat ions were
rallied around thethey keythatextentthet ocase

conflictive andinfluenced the cooperat ivethatareas
relations.of the two states’nature
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