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ABSTRACT

The research examines geo-politics of oil in Afrieath particular focus on the Sino-Sudan
and Sino—Southern Sudan relations. It analysesrdlee of resource based conflicts in
Africa, with reference to Sudan. The theoreticaibaf the thesis is drawn from the Realism
School of Thought, as stipulated in Internationalafons. Concepts of power, state
centrism, national interests, and internationaltigsl [realpolitiks] govern the general tenets
of the Realism School. As a theory, it offers jiistition of the role of states in international
relations, hegemony, and resource conflicts aseaged in Southern Sudan, Sudan,
Democratic Republic of Congo, and Nigeria. The gtaflpolitics of oil therefore, considers
concepts of foreign policy, energy policy and gowerce, role of states, natural resources,
power relations, and resource-based conflicts. Spbntly, it looks at the relationship and
implications between politics and natural resour@specially oil in the Sino — Southern
Sudan relations. Although the study focuses onl&ratSudan, it draws from literature on
Sudan and utilizes the word Southern Sudan, giverpériod under study and the correlation
of history, economics and politics of both nortlda&outhern Sudan. The study, however,

recognizes the independence of South Sudan in 2011.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY

1.1 Introduction

The presence and role of China in Africa’s econoamd political endeavours has raised
numerous concerns. This is despite the presenaghef international players in Africa’s
exploration and exportation of oil. A case in padincerns China’s foreign policy, foreign
relations and investments in Africa, raising quastiregarding imbalanced power relations,
and possibly China’s neo-imperialism in Africa. Btjudebates exists regarding the
legitimacy of China’s economic partnership withaece-rich Africa states, in light of the
latter's development, resource based conflicts andtable economies. The “look East
policy” is now a considerably foreign policy coneemiven the fast paced relationship
between Africa and China. Whereas China’s involeetris indicative of a growing socio-
political partnership with certain Africa’s couras, including Nigeria, Angola, South Sudan,
Sudan and Kenya, it sheds light into the autonorhyAfmican states, governance and

leadership structures that define both domestidrednational relations.

The above therefore begs the questions, Is thesidacmaking process neutral, without
coercion, and oil politics? Are they obscure asgested by Power and Mohan®/ho is
driving the developmental agenda, strategies, ameign policy of Africa’s oil rich
countries? Are oil importing countries in competiti over Africa’s natural resources,
including oil? Is poverty an overriding factor imtcompetition over scare resources amongst

ethnic groups in South Sudan? Are Africa statesGmida mutually seeking political and

! Marcus Power, et aGhina's Resource Diplomacy in Africa: Powering Depenent? (England: Palgrave
Macmillan, 2012), 22.



economic legitimacy with each other and with otfiates as a means of emancipation? What
implications does oil extraction have on the loegrt use and availability of oil in oil —rich

African states, including South Sudan?

Additional concern centre on the role of politicsail and resource-based conflicts to oil-
exporting countries, including Sudan and South 8u8ace the end of the cold war in 1991
[primarily fought between the Western Block andtEas Block], there has been a significant
focus on natural resources as a tool of power staes. Scholars including Strange refer to
this focus as the ‘New Scramble of Afritdhe new or current scramble centres on key

areas, including natural resources such as oibasd

Citing Kennedy [1987] et al, Carmody, argues in l®k, “New Scramble of Africa” that
the first scramble of Africa was initiated in theneteenth century resulting from various
reasons. Two reasons included German-French ryilitaralry and opening of new

commercial markets centred on the cotton industry.

Countries such as Nigeria, Ghana, Angola, and S&uitian are endowed with oil that
provokes both interest and interaction within stated parties of interests [e.g. multinational
oil corporations], providing new credence to oilifi)cs and diplomacy. Oil also serves as the

major economic instrument of interaction betweedauand Southern Sudan.

2. s. strangeMad Money (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 19883,
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Southern Sudan gained independence on July 9, 2@t¢t years of protracted civil wars and
a successful referendum in January 2011. It obdamenew name, the Republic of South
Sudan. Significant issues surrounding the civilsmeoncerned resource allocation, political,
economic and religious identity. Oil- based cantflj and the politics of oil have been crucial
in South Sudan’s development, including its relaiavith its economic partners such as the
People’s Republic of China. Others issues conceametlownership within disputed areas.
These areas are Abyei, Blue Nile [including Hegligdnd South Kordofan. The
Comprehensive Peace Agreement [CPA], signed in 20@bled by the Intergovernmental
Authority on Development [IGAD], mediated over cesited issues, with promissory
agreements including 50-50 wealth sharing, amoaotistrs. Periodical ethnic clashes over
water and land have also been experienced in thiested areas, including Abyei. The CPA,
nor the government of South Sudan have been alidlyoresolve the territorial disputes,
including repeated conflicts over taxation, [trarfees], oil revenues, territorial ownership,

and imbalanced oil quantities, amongst other caorscer

This leads to the other point. Arguably, natuesaurces and conflict are often times inter-
related, as demonstrated in Nigeria, Sudan, SautBadan, Democratic Republic of Congo
and Central African Republic. Collier suggests thttes that are dependent on primary
commodity export and a high degree of poorly edeetgbbung men are prone to civil wars
than resource poor statesThis raises questions regarding the strengthatiral resources,

including oil in intra-state and inter-state cocifii. It also raises questions of foreign policy,
energy policy, and international conflict managetneinile at the same offering suggestions

about the reasons of the imbalances of the ndtedso raises questions regarding the role of

3, Karen Ballenstein & Jake Sherman, “Introductidn’The Political Economy of Armed Conflict: Beyond
Greed and Grievancesds. Karen Ballenstein & Jake Sherman, (Coloragione Rienner Publishers, 2003),
1.
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international actors in oil politics and conflicfgnited States, India, Japan and China].
Questions also arise regarding the neutrality efrthted states [in matters of foreign policy
and energy policy] with Africa’s oil-rich countriets the “resource curse” concept adequate

in addressing protracted conflicts in the Sudant#®aum Sudan relations?

Considerable debates also exist regarding Beijintifgation of energy resources, leading to
its relations and attachment to Africa. Althougherature on Sino-Africa economic
engagement differs, according to the World Bankyb Saharan Africa natural resources
exportation to China has grown from U.S.$3billimn2001 to U.S.$22 billion in 2006;
petroleum accounted for 80% exportation from 2602006. Five percent of iron [40%)],
ore, timber, cobalt [60%], manganese [25-30%)] avpber [25-30%)] are other export goods

to China.

In addition, from 2001 — 2006, over 40% of Africai production went to United States of
America, a further 17% to Europe and 14% to Chiwth of Africa’s oil exportation to
China rose from 23% to 29% from 2001 — 2006. Fromb Sahara, Sudan’s 53% of oil
exportation and Angola’s 30% of oil exportation wém China® Scholars such as Rotberg
argues that roughly 70% of Africa’s oil goes to &hiwhile 20% went to the United States
of America® From the 1950s to 1990s the Dagjing oil field®larthern China served as the
major oil reservoir aimed at meeting the countyilsdemands. However, with a growing
population, [and subsequent need to meet its dxnesergy demands], China re-entered
Africa. China’s population has increased throughibwt years; 1,334,50 [ 2009], 1,340.91

[2010], and 1,347, 35 [ 2011] and a birth rate D1 2009], 11.90% [ 2010], and 11.93% |

*. Vivien Foster et alBuilding Bridges: China’s Growing Role as Infrastture Financier for Sub Saharan
Africa, (Washington: World Bank Publications, 2009), 37.
°. Robert RotbergAfrica Emerges: Consummate Challenges, Abundanofppities (John Wiley & Sons,
2013).

4



2011].° Its energy imports per 10,000 tons amounted #8322 [2010], 17163.2 [2005],

and exports at 4079.0 [2010] and 2888.1 [2d05].

In addition, Sudan exports 60% of its oil to ChiAagola, as the second largest exporter of
oil to China possessed 50% of Africa’s crude oiR09. China’s partnership with Sudan
also involves interest-free loans for construct[@®97, 2007] and U.S.$2.8 million for
humanitarian assistan&e.Other scholars such as Hongyi contends that @dfimncChina’s
energy needs are set to rise, a specific policycandeline was introduced as a measure for
alternative energy sources [e.g., thé" Ifive year plan, 2006-2010]. For example, the
National Development and Reform Commission [NDR&}arded China’s dependency on
oil imports in 2005 as 42.9%; 2.2% lower than i®£20China consumed 318 million tons of
oil in 2005, 1.08 million tons less than in 2004This, therefore, begs the questions, What
implications does oil exploration have in Africaih @xporting countries for future reserves,
as oil is not a renewable resource? Does Chindiance on Africa’s oil translate into
economic development and efficient energy poliaynialation and governance for exporting

countries [Sudan, South Sudan, Angola, Equatonéhéa, Congo Brazzaville and Nigeria]?

In recent years, policy groups have questionedttadability of small and light weapons in
conflict countries or countries facing arms samifrom the United Nations. The questions
have centred on the role of seller and buyer, iiqudar whether direct sales have been

exercised to rebel groups. Hanauer and Morris ploaitChina’s five recipients of arms sales

®, See National Bureau of Statistics of China, “Rafpon and Birth Rate”, (China: China Statisticagaf
Book, 2012).

’. See National Bureau of Statistics of China “Hetrm Balance Sheet”, (China: China Statistical YBaok,
2012.

8 W.A. C. Adie, “China’s Foreign PolicyThe World TodayVol. 24, No. 3 (Mar., 1968), 111.

°. Lai Hongyi, The Domestic Sources of China's Foreign Policy:ifReg, Leadership, Priorities and Process,
(New York: Routledge: 2010), 131.
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in Africa from 2009-2010 were among China’s top enirecipients of Federal Direct
Investment [FDI]. According to the Stockholm Intational Peace and Research Institute in
2011, China made 25% of its arms sales to Africadiged by Hanauer]. Hanauer further
contends that from 2009 — 2011, China spent U.8 Killion in conventional weapons to sub
Saharan Africa and US$1.4 to North Africa, in aditto being a key source of small arms
and light weapons to Afric®.In defence, Chinese foreign Minister, Zhai Jun2@®6, noted

China’s cautious stand with regards to the expostmall arms:*

Questions arising from the noted are, Do the shlsmall arms by China end up in rebel
hands? Do rebel groups gain politically and milijafrom the arms sales? If yes, what
implications does that have on the cessation df wiars, ethnic clashes and retention of
peace in conflict prone countries? Scholars ssdH@ymissen and Hongyi have postulated
the inconsistencies of China’s diplomacy. Two caeeguestion are the Darfurian crisis and
the Iran nuclear program, both of which commenee8d03. Both cases are still of interest
given the magnitude of China’s oil relations anglalinacy. This was partly due to China’s
decision making processes and results, and paréytal China’s ambiguous foreign policy on

matters of resources.

Starting with the Darfurian crisis, Hoeymissen poshe Darfurian conflict centred on the
economic and political marginalization of Darfur the government of Sudan, resulting in

attacks of military installation by rebel groupsiarounter attacks by the government

10 Larry Hanauer and Lyle L. Morri§hinese Engagement in Africa: Drivers, Reactioms| Emplications for
US Policy (California: Rand Corporation, 2014), 41-42.
1 Ibid.
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sponsored JanjaweétiThe Darfurian crisis led to internally displaceersons, deaths and

human rights abuses that greatly undermined the existence of the Darfur population in
Sudan, leading to its discussion at the UniteddviatiSecurity Council. To further complicate
matters, Hoeymissen also asserts that China tmedt® use its veto power to downplay
resolutions [e.g. Resolution 1556] set by the Cdunom 2004 — 2005. In citing Voice of

America, Wang 2004, Hoeymissen argues that Chiagfeement to abstain on Resolution
1564 resulted “after the threat of automatic imposiof sanctions was removed from the
draft.”® Also citing Large [2008], Hoeymissen further arguat China’s subsequently
remarked expressed concern over Sudan’s citizelesgyi contends that the Darfurian vote
was not about China’s obtaining Sudan’s 6.9 %0bit imports, but about China’s $3billion

investment, including a corrupt and ineffectiveipelforce perpetuating crimés.

The Iran nuclear crisis is another example. Pagsitg that the crisis began in 2003 after the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) investigans revealed Iran’s undeclared
nuclear activities and evidence of uranium and g&$, resulting in fears of Iran’s usage of
nuclear materials for military purposes from 2002005.'° China’s initial refusal of UNSC
Resolutions [citing respect for Iran’s nuclear peog], subsequently, changed after failure to

address the issue by France, Germany and Unitegbdiiim [EU-3] in 2006.

This leads us to certain questions; To what exteAfrica’s governance structures on natural

resources autonomous in light of China’s finanel? Is the post cold war Sino-Africa

2. sara van Hoeymissen “China, Sovereignty and Btiote of Civilians in Armed Conflict in Africa: the
Emergence of a ‘Third Paradigm’ of Internationaehventior?” in China and theEuropean Union in Africa:
Eartners or Competitorgds. Jing Men, Mr Benjamin Barton, (England: AstlegPublishing, Ltd., 2013), 153.

. Ibid, 154.
14 Lai Hongyi, The Domestic Sources of China's Foreign Policy:iReg, Leadership, Priorities and Process
(New York: Routledge: 2010), 127.

5 Ramon P. Pardo, “The Rise of China and the Discreypaf Chinese Foreign Policy”, iMultidimensional
Diplomacy of Contemporary Chin&ds, SimonShen and Jean-Marc F. Blanchard, (Maryland: Lewrimg
Books, 2012), 76.
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relationship based on new-imperialistic tendencigsAfrica tolerant of corruption, conflict
and mismanagement of natural resources? Transparémernational, International
Corruption Perceptions Index, illustrates the lesetorruption across the globe, with major
arguments stating the poor counties are more stisleego corruption due to poor
institutional polices and structures. The case aittern Sudan begs a re-evaluation of the
historical and present state of affairs in relattonresource identification, utilization and

exportation in light of international relations.

1.2 Statement of the Research Problem

The control, access and utilisation of natural ueses, including oil are a fundamental aspect
of international politics. The nature of internai@ politics rests on the use, control and
struggle for power is determined by key factorgluding resources; be they economic,
political, or and military. Since feudal times, pawpolitics have determined the nature and
course of international relations through varioasek. In the twenty first century and

specifically after the cold war [1991], two key ploenena took place; a. the identification,

control and utilisation of new tools of power; hetadvent of new actors in the field of

political power and international relations.

Although the tools of power resources in thé" 2@ntury largely centred on technology,
information, and economy, the new tools of powerttie 2F' century include natural
resources. Some of the natural resources includenwierals, gold, copper, uranium. Power
resources have been largely perceived as tool®weémpaccumulation and control amongst
states. They have also been relegated to instrem@&ninternational relations dictating
foreign policy and domestic policy. The element mdwer [control, ownership and

utilisation] in natural resources management hawviiably led to international conflicts.

8



Sudan and South Sudan are two examples of resaatcetates, but of which continued to
experience intrastate and interstate conflicts daseresources [e.g., 1955 — 1972, 1983 —

2004, 2011 - to date].

The problem of inadequate management of naturadburess and conflicts in Africa,
including Southern Sudan lies with poor leaderghisuse of power, inadequate actions,
distorted ethics] and geopolitics [“the practice sthtes controlling and competing for

"6 or a way of perceiving the world; either objectjver neutral’]. Geo-politics and

territory
new actors on the scene, such as China have icldethe dynamics of international
relations, natural resource management and resbasssl conflict management despite their

non-interference policy of Africa. This inconsistgnbetween resources, foreign policy, olil

politics calls for an investigation into the sultjetatter

1.3 Objectives of the Study

The main objective of the study is to examine #lationship between geo-politics, oil and
conflicts in Africa, with reference to Southern &uad

The sub objectives are:

. To investigate the role of China’s non-interferepodicy and oil diplomacy in Africa, with
specific reference to Sino- Sudan, Sino-SouthedaB8uelations and development.

. To analyse the models and policies regarding theagement of natural resources and
resource based conflicts in Southern Sudan.

To examine the impact of oil production and expiota in Southern Sudan’s political

framework.

16 Colin Flint, Introduction to Geopolitics(New York: Routledge, 2012), 31.
17 Klaus J. DoddsGlobal Geopolitics: A Critical Introduction(New York: Routledge, 2014), 2.



1.4 Literature Review

1.4.1 Introduction

The politics of oil is an evolving area of study, \irtue of its visibility and undertakings in
resource-rich states, including Southern Sudarhodigh not a new study, it calls into focus
geopolitics, exemplified by progressive stagesaiitios, involving the West, East Africa and
Horn of Africa regions. Scholars debate the meaaitd demerits of oil politics in changing
times, with some arguing about the reliance ofriradonal relations and foreign policy;
while others asserting the role of power, and heggmin oil politics. Equally, socio-
economic factors are pivotal, where economic deareknt is concerned. The relationship
between economic partnership between China andcbilAfrican states is key patrticularly,
where economic underdevelopment and poor governanoere evident than development.
Thus, politics of oil is not merely about state gowut also about conflict processes,
political processes, and power relations crucigdahicy formulation, governance and conflict
management. In order to meet the objectives theareh, the literature will deal with Sudan,

Southern Sudan, and China.

1.4.2 Sudan and Southern Sudan
The word Sudan stems from the Arabic wobidad al-sudan,meaning “the land of the

18 Sudan is located north-eastern Africa, borderirgyRed Sea, between Egypt and

blacks.
Eritrea with Arabic as the official language. Sudexpected population as of 2012 is
35,055,538 Sudan and Southern Sudan share the Nile Basiitsitetritories. The Federal
Republic of Sudan is ruled by the National Congreasty which commenced power by

military coup in 1989. Sudan gained independenc&956 from the United Kingdom and

18 Francis Mulu,The Role of Regional Organizations In Conflict Mgeaent: IGAD and the Sudanese Civil
War (Nairobi: Catholic University of Eastern AfricaQ@8), 24.
19 See Central Bureau of Statistics, “Summary afjédted Population: 2009 — 2018”, (Republic of Suda
2008).
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Egypt. South Sudan is located East-Central Afrimarth of Uganda and Kenya, west of
Ethiopia. English and Arabic are the official laages. It has a population of 8,260,490 as of
2008%° The country is ruled by the Sudan People Liberatovement, formed in 1983.
Southern Sudan gained independence in July 9, 28h&aming itself the Republic of South

Sudan.

1.4.3 The Synthesis of the Civil Wars in Sudan

The roots of Sudan and Southern Sudan are richpalysimng four significant periods
illustrated through foreign invasion, colonialisnpolitical and ideological struggles,
arabization, and self governance. Mulu posits tihatroots of the north and south dates back
to the Turko-Egyptian administration from 1821-188including the colonial Sudan [1899
— 1956] and post colonial Sudan [after1956], ppdependence South Sudan [July 9, 2011].
The pre-colonial period: Northern frontier: Chamted by systematic arabization and
islamization, especially during the death of Prapki®@hammed in 632 A.¥, resource
identification and exportation [ gold, copper amdry], importation of slaves to Egypt, and
developments in education, administrative strustua@d military bases. The colonial period:
Significantly illustrated by the Anglo-Egyptian Gadominium Rule [1899-1955] and
Southern Policy. The former governed the countrywas distinct entities; while the latter
rested on two major premises; the first premisdh@ende-arabization of the south and the

adoption of the English language and Christianity.

% see National Baseline Household Survey, NatiBuméau of Statistics, (Southern Sudan Centre forsGs,
Statistics and Evaluation: 2009), 8.
2L Op cit, Mulu, 26.
%2 |bid, 27.
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The second premise, as stressed by Sarkesian d@eoriréhe integration of the Southern
region into Uganda and the enactment of native atnation Islam and Arabf. Deng
argues that the Condominium era failed to achigsegoal of creating an independent
Southern Sudan largely due to political and econamadvancement of the north and
subsequent under development of the s6lthiTheo argues the post independence era,
characterised biwo civil wars [the first, 1955 — 1972, the secohfi83 — 2004] were fought

primarily by the government of Sudan and the Susafeople’s Liberation Army [SPLA].

Both wars coupled with the coups in 1958, and 189#fbolized systematic discrimination,
arabization, political and institution isolatiorgsulting in a further rebellion by troops from
the south, specifically, Equatorial Province. Alligh the southerners believed in the
protection of Britain, the latter was more concernégth maintaining the passage to India
through the Suez and Middle East oil fiefdsThe January 30, 1989 coup, Revolution of
Salvation, led by The National Islamic Front furttfaeiled to cement both the south and
north, leading to a civil war which ended in 200%thwthe signing of the IGAD-led
Comprehensive Peace Agreement on January 9, 208&riga. Post independence South
Sudan: Characterised by the establishment of thergment of South Sudan, recovery
[humanitarian programs], policy formulation [Petoin Act, 2012, and Transitional
Constitution of the Republic of South Sudan, 201ligconstruction [infrastructural
development [of schools, roads], as well as casflietween Southern Sudan and Sudan over

territorial rights [Abyei].

2 .S SarkesianThe Southern Sudan: A Reassessieldurnal of African Studies Review

Vol. 16, No. 1, (April, 1973), 5.

% Francis M. Deng, “A Nation in Turbulent Searchltsfelf”, Annals of the American Academy of Political
and Social Scien¢&/ol. 603, (Jan., 2006), 156.

% T. Theo,Ethnic Conflict and ReligianGeneva: World Council of Churches Publicatidt97), 34.
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1.4.4 Natural Resource Based Conflicts

The interlinks between conflict and natural resegr including oil, is a subject that has
generated curiosity and debate, primarily stemrfriagn the 1990s, including the second half
of the 20th century. Terms such as, “ResourceeCwasd “Dutch Disease" has been applied
to indicate the dynamic role between resourceseldpment and conflict. In Africa,
countries such as Sudan, South Sudan, DemocragiabRe of Congo, Chad, and Nigeria
have been used as examples of countries torn dparto natural resources. The cost of war
and conflict has played a significant role in thederdevelopment and security of these
nations, rendering a closer look at the relatigndietween natural resources and conflict.
Although studies in this subject area are non-agiek, similarity of themes and trends

dominate.

Africa is endowed with natural resources, yet i§ leen perceived as one of the driving
forces of conflicts in Africa. Debates exist regagdwhether natural resources are a direct or
indirect cause of conflicts. Differences of idegplo religion, ethnicity and border [ as found
in Sudan-Southern Sudan history], exemplify thespmlty of natural resources as both a
direct and indirect issue, for these aspects wadicative of the reasons of conflicts
stemming from the 1800’s leading to the CPA in 2006e emergence of armed groups such
as Justice and Equality Movement [JEM] in Sudamal$® indicative of the emergence of

armed groups.

The start of this sub topic begins with the deiomtof conflict. Definitions of conflict vary
providing a range of interpretations and understandcross the divide. This is partly due to
the focus, categorisation, subject matter and gbmtequestion. James defines international

conflict as any action deemed in time and spas®/\ing two or more international entities [
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whether states or transnational actors), which g®ss non-identical preference orderings
over one or more sets of alternative choic&This definition does not accommodate hybrid
concepts of conflict. Conflict management refers‘aoy management process by which
parties to the conflict are encouraged to come themgyeand so something about their
conflict.”?” Qil is considered the most important commoditytraide in the world today;
partly due to its economic and political strengfiisereare various types of conflict, some of
which include ethnic, religious, natural resourcsdd and territorial. Equally, conflicts
contain multi-leveled actors, politics, causes,rses, and roots, that seeks to provide a
justification to the linkage between conflict anatural resources. In recent years politics of
resources has centered on the ecology, depletiamatfral resources, and resource based

conflicts.

The causes of natural resource based conflict vdepending on the context, history,
dimensions, politics, value, and scope [regionatjomal, international]. Alao posits three
ways in which natural resources are linked to ¢oisflin Africa in post cold war; a. natural
resources constitute a direct or remote causertficts [Sudan-Southern Sudan conflicts]; b.
situations fueled by natural resources [armed mavesa Nigeria and subsequent embargos
leg United Nations embargo of diamonds from Angpla. situations in which natural
resources have come into consideration in effootsretsolve conflicts [ e.g. in peace
agreements: CPA, Lome Peace Agreement, 1898 argues, however, that natural

resources, do not constitute the sole reason dfictsnbut serve as key driving component

% patrick Jamednternational Relations and Scientific Progressrustural Realism Reconsidere@Ohio:
Ohio State University Press, 2002), 56.

27 Makumi Mwagiru,Conflict in Africa: Theory, Processes and Instioms of ManagemengNairobi: Exscape
Printers, 2003), 43.

2 Abiodun Alao, Natural Resources and Conflict in Africa: The Trdgeof Endowment(New York:
University of Rochester Press, 2007), 4.
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amongst warring parties, even if unspoken. Thievigent in the post cold war era in Africa
through Angola, Nigeria, Democratic Republic of @on Sierra Leone, and Sudan. The
relationships between protracted wars and natasalurces are also evident in recent times in
the Democratic Republic of Congo; with subsequemicBons from the United Nations.
Arguably, natural resources, including oil are péred to accelerate as opposed to decelerate

wars or conflicts in Africa, including Southern Sund

The consequential effects of wars, whether resebased or not rests on under development,
including loss of lives, displacement of peopled émuman rights violations. Sudan pre and
post-independence wars and conflicts resulted tast@phes which debased the citizens,
undermined the national fiber of the country, deiiteed institutions and suffocated progress
through retrogression. Measurements of conflictvgndon and management are equally
debatable, particularly where political environmehistory and transitions are involved.
Decades of unstable political environments, couplét transitional periods negated Sudan
and Southern Sudan’s conflict prevention measures iastead produced a community
centered on suspicion, doubt, and dislike of onetrar. Whether sanctions would have

prevented wars and conflicts is equally debatable.

1.4.5 Geopolitics and Power

Coined by Rudolf Kjellen, 1899, Cohen defines gditipe as the “analysis of the interaction,
between, on the other hand, geographical settingsparspectives, and on the other hand
political processes’® Geopolitics is set on two spheres: geography amdtigs.

Development of political geography stems back ® @reek models and seventeen century

29 saul Bernard CohefGeopolitics of the World SysteMaryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2003), 12.
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Europe, with due regard of public policy in relatido geography. Flint argues that

geopolitics is founded on three perspectives: akritical and feminist®

Classical geopolitics, founded during the Europespioration in the 19 century, classified
the world in hierarchical and spacial terms, tegnsome regions, barbaric, in need of
civilisation. Exemplified by the British Empire, @@, United States and Germany classical
geopolitics aimed at formulating, directing and troliing political agendas for national
interests* Proponents of classical geopolitics, Sir HalforddWinder, (1861-1947), and
Alfred Thayer Mahan (1840-1914) argued for stategroas the dominant drive or hierarchy
amongst states although a™&@ntury phenomena, the practice has been perpétirad the
cold war and post-modern period of the 20803$n contrast, critical geopolitics served as a
reaction or reclaiming geopolitics from the st&ietical geopolitics applied the tools of post
modernism; which served as an anti-thesis of giateies and systems. In achieving this,
classical geopolitics used the tool of analysierticism centred on government or state in
matters such as politics and international relatidgfeminist geopolitics regarded politics in
terms of positions and roles that play in politae®l international relations; thus, geopolitics
is not seen in terms of state power, or analysisysfems but on the intricacies of people-

relations.

The 1970’s witnessed a re-emergence of geopoligssiting from an interest in public
policy at the intra-state level, concern for sociadlfare issues [e.g. equity, workings of

political systems; development of scientific resbamethodology, and emergence of new

% Caollins Flint, Introduction to Geopolitics(New York: Routledge: 2012), 3.
31 H
. Ibid.
%2 Ibid, 4.
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theoretical models, e.g. political econofiyGeopolitics recognises the interests of states and
subsequent conflicts resulting from interests; wethncepts such as state, public policy,
political culture, geographical aspects, legal steppwer and conflicts serving instrumental
in geo-politics. Of analysis is the global, natipnand local level of operation in

understanding how the state, policy formulatiord amernational conflicts function.

The concept of power as stated earlier is cenrgep-politics and holds various definitions.
First, power has been frequently defined as the capasityontrol or influence othefé.
Second, Haugaard contends power is perceived ait@g concept [exemplified by Hans
Morgenthau], and exercised by actors in observabt#lict, and power resources [money
and authority]. Lastly, it is used to control othemnd used to re-generate power regarding

given aspects [exemplified by Bachrach, Baratz@ahl].*°

Criticism of the noted views disregards integrah@epts of power, including decision
making processes, domination, behaviour, outcormasation, ideological struggle, and class
struggle [Marxism]. These concepts are vehiclegaber exertion, not a commodity. Wrong
argues that whereas intentionality and effectivenes power are debatable given their
conditionalities, effective and intended influenmenstitute powet® Thus, power is about
influence, dependent on the relationship of twanare variables. It centres on the process
and the costs of obtaining power. In relation taveo relations, however, its meaning is
significantly lost, where power amongst statesméadlanced as in the case of China and

Southern Sudan over technology, science, militang, money.

3, Michael Pacione, “Introduction”, iRrogress in Political Geographyeds. Michael Pacione, (New York:
Routledge, 2014), 1.
34-Dennis Hume WrongPower: Its Forms, Bases, and Us@sew Jersey: Transaction Publishers, 1980), 6.
%-Mark Haugaard, Th€onstitution of Power: A Theoretical Analysis ofws, Knowledge and Structyre
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1997121
36. i
Ibid, 4-5.
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Arguably, thepolitics of oil in East Africa encompasses the tietzs with the West [North
America and Europe], and East [Asia], governed Isgohical relations, partnerships and
dependency perpetuated by national interests. &geed in which national interests of states
merge is a matter of debate Historical overview\ést-East-Africa relations has been
defined by significant stages or milestones chareésd by pre-colonial, colonial,
postcolonial [cold war, post-cold war], and indegence. The case of Southern Sudan is
indicative of these periods, leading up to sucosssind independence. Although relations
have evolved, arguments exist regarding the heggmbS8udan, China, and United States in
Southern Sudan. This leads to certain questiongs[Bouthern Sudan maintain a distinct
political identity in economic relations with thea& and West? Does Southern Sudan have
equal playing ground in international relationshwétates such as America and China? Can
Southern Sudan exercise power conversion [powevession is “the capability to convert
potential power as measured by resources to relappgver, as measured by the changed

behaviour of others{’

The difficulty of addressing the noted questionses on two fronts. One, assuming the
strictest understanding of power relations, Soutl#udan is disfavoured where imbalances
of development exist between itself and other stdBewer resources are contextual; Sudan’s
power resource is oil, the United States three poesources are technology, economy, and
military. The United States and Sudan power conerrsids in influencing international
relations [with other states]. Two, lacking is Swrn Sudan’s indefinable foreign policy and
institutional structures necessary to outline termmic agenda and resource management

portfolios. Efforts such as constitution developmeovernment structuring is key but not

37 Joseph NyeUnderstanding International Conflicts: An Introdimt to Theory and History(London:
Longman, 1990), 61.
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sufficient to address or outline the economic biirgmf the country. Compounding issues of
educational, social and political development undee the country’s identity in power
relations, rendering it vulnerable to hegemony asdnomic stifling. On-going conflicts
between Sudan in oil-rich territories [Abyei], atiee implementation of the Comprehensive
Peace Agreement, 2005 poses additional challengéeg iredefinition or creation of effective

progress in matters of oil protection and expaotei

1.4.6 Sino —Africa Relations

The post-cold war period, 1990s has continued ¢oasgradual shift of “superpowers” of the
United States, United Kingdom, and France to oti@nts such as India and China. India’s
presence in Africa stems as far back as the 1800sigh trade, infrastructure and politics.
The building of the East African railway, exemsithis relation. The Sino-Africa relations

stems from the 1950'’s primarily through diplomatitd economic ties.

Since the 1950’s China has granted fifty three t@emin Africa economic aidnterest-free

loans and preferential loans. Since the restrugjuof the China Petrochemical Corporation
(Sinopec) and the China National Petroleum CorpamatCNPC) in 1998, China has been
heavily interested and involved in some of Africanil rich states, including, Angola, Sudan
and Tunisia, South Sudan, Nigeria and Gabon. AdgeThad, Ethiopia, Cote d’lvoire, and
Morocco. In 1998, China-Africa bilateral trade cead US$5.5billiorf® In 2009, President

Hu Jintao signed contracts with African countri8eme of them included US$280 million

with Mauritius to expand its port at Nouakchottnstvuction a hospital in Nairobi, and

%, Sanusha Naidu, “China in Africa: A Maturing of gagement?, ifChinese and African perspectives on
China in Africa eds, Axel Harneit-Sievers, Stephen Marks, Saniidu, (Nairobi: Fahamu/Pambazuka,
2010), 59.
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US$1billion for revamp of a stadium in Angdfakey meetings such as the Beijing Summit
of the China-Africa Cooperation were pivotal in tBmo-Africa relations in matters of trade,
international relations and politics. Africa’s aseat exportation with China have been in oil,
metals, ore, food and agricultural products. Ckieaports with Africa have been centred on

machinery, communication equipment, electronicsteamasportation equipment.

The Sino-Africa relationship centred on trade hamegsed expansion within the last four
decades. China’s trade with sub Saharan Africadsipg at 50% per annum; of which has
increased in value from $10 billion [ 2000 to ab$&0billion [2007]. In Kenya, for example
China’s trade doubled between 2005- 2006, reacBir@6 billion compared to Kenya’s
figure with United States and Britain in 2088/Vhat gains are there for China’s involvement

in Africa’s oil rich states?

1.4.7 China and Sudan: Foreign Policy and Leaderspi

In line with the above section, China’s relatiorthwi\frica is debatable. Arguably, Beijing’s
relations with oil rich African nations have notemewithout criticism. It is argued that
China’s international strategy, including Africaiased on a multipolarity/ non-interference
policy. In practice this is exemplified by interdste, condition free loans, debt cancellation
and international aid. Beijing’s economic stratdggs so far, served its national interest
without overly regressions. China’s non-stick aggioto its foreign policy of Africa negates
that of the United States, which predominantly aeercive diplomacy to gain access to
natural and raw resources in Africa. In this sei@@na is perceived as less of a threat in

Africa, particularly when it assumes the role oémd rather than instigator. The role of the

39 :

. Ibid, 29.
0. Robert | RotbergChina Into Africa: Trade, Aid, and Influenc@Vashington: Brookings Institution Press,
2009), 3.
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United States in the control and access of raw raatdral resource in Africa is therefore
limited and cowed down in China’s shadow. In recénties, however, China’s non-
interference policy has been altered through shudiitflomacy and “back door” negotiations
where investments and energy insecurity are aesfakg. Darfur, 2004, closure oil pipes,
Sudan-South Sudan, 2011]. The end result is aioe$dtip based on dependency and co-
dependency, where Africa relies on Beijing for emoit relief, and Beijing depends on
Africa for energy sustainability. The contrastiagguments sees Beijing as predominantly
focused on oil. It is also seen as a beneficiarghef noted arrangements, raising concern
regarding their long term legitimacy. Questionssexivhether China’s oil exploration
contracts still hold legitimacy in areas of condass and privileges, and implication of those

contracts in the present day South Sudan.

The role of China in both countries is indicativé the growing dependency and co-
dependency these states with each other. With Ghinareasing oil demands, need for
reliable suppliers of oil and Sudan and SoutherdaSwdemands for political and economic
partnerships, oil, thereof, determines the qualitg duration of the relationships. The role of
Sudan in the Darfurian crisis resulted in calls faresident Al Bashir's arrest at the
International Criminal Court [ICC]. Yet, no arrestave been made, with equal measures, of
periodic fighting in oil-rich territories. Bashiramtains his innocence over ethnic cleaning or
/and genocidal incidences in Darfur. Varied reawicurround Bashir's warrant of arrest.
Citing Reuters and Muhumuzu, Arieff et al indicatespport of the arrest warrant by
Darfurian rebel groups [Sudan Liberation Movemé&higian Liberation Army and Justice and
Equality Movement]. In addition, concern regardihg arrest warrant has been expressed by

Kenya, South Africa, Nigeria, Benin, Eritrea, amantber states. In 2009, the African Union
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expressed its disinterest in supporting the amestant’, an indication of its discomfort over
ICC’s seemingly intrusion of African Heads of Stated consequential implications of arrest

warrants.

1.5 Justification of the Study

The role of China role in Africa has been receiwgith both contempt and interests, given its
growing influence and economic strength in the doHs historical presence in Africa has
evolved from oil exportation to education, scieruealth, culture, and politics. As the second
largest economy outside of the United States of @gagChina’s influence and dominance in
various regions, including Africa provides insigimgo the integral connections exemplified
through economic, political packages and agreeméntkie form of loans, oil importation,

establishment of businesses, educational schgtersimd similar other deals.

The most visible presence in the Sino-Africa relaship centres on oil diplomacy [or politics
of petroleum], with countries such as Nigeria, Syddouthern Sudan and Angola. Whereas
China’s has been instrumental in supporting or mgahe needs of African states, Africa
has also served China’s energy needs, specifitaibygh oil and gas partnerships, although

other natural resources are also considered.

China’s permanent membership into the United NatiSecurity Council, coupled with its
foreign policy [supported by its non-interferencelipgy and five principles of peaceful
coexistence], provides a critical analysis of @ rin oil diplomacy with post conflict regions

such as Southern Sudan and Sudan. Arguably, Saxdan$ emergence as the world’s

1 Alexis Arieff, Rhoda Margesson, Marjorie A Browimternational Criminal Court Cases in Africa: $iia
and Policy IssueqPA: Diane Publishing, 2010), 14-16.
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youngest country following a successful referendondanuary 2011 and its oil diplomacy
begs questions regarding the impact of China’s irole politics of oil in reference to the

former are present and future.

The interest in undertaking this study consideeshistory of China in Africa, its economic
and political role in Southern Sudan, and the iogtlions of oil exportation and diplomacy in
Africa’s political and economic development. Ofargst will be the geopolitics of oil, China
and United States foreign policy and relations faca, and natural resource based/armed
conflicts. The study intends to inform policy andademic communities on policy
formulation, governance of natural resources asouee based conflict management and

transformation.

1.6 Hypotheses

The paper presents four hypotheses:

Armed and protracted conflicts contribute to thedendevelopment of states despite the
abundance of natural resources, including oil.

Geo-politics of oil have causal factors in the madl decision making processes of post
conflict societies.

Poor policy formulation and implementation on tlegrpleum sector has causal effects on the
management and control of natural resources, imgjuail.

Oil serves as a political and economic tool forr@hand Southern Sudan.
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1.7 Theoretical Framework

There are a number of theories and paradigms edilin examining issues of international
relations and foreign policy; one such theory igligen. Realism is a “political thought” but
more so, it is an understanding of the way statéte to each other based on parameters
provided below. Developed from the 1930’s and pgaged by scholars such as Thucydides,
Machiavelli, Hobbes, Carr and Morgenthau. Realisroansidered to be the dominant theory
of International Relations. It serves as a guménternational politics, including conflict.
Generally contrasted with liberalism, constructivjsor pluralism, Realism holds key tenets
and paradigms that arguably present contrastingvsvi@bout international relations.
Chiaruzzi provides specific arguments regardingliRea First, Realism maintains two core
tenets, the state, international anarchy, and skcbis guided by three natures, sovereignty,
international law and unipolarity. He asserts tishates are seen as the “fundamental units of

organized, hierarchical power and their relatioosithate world politics.*?

Sovereignty includes the supreme power to makeeaiolce laws, and governance through
exercising monopoly over internal and externalrimsents of legitimate violence [police and
armed forces], states are territorial with boursmriAlthough Realism recognizes other
actors [international organizations, transnatiomadl supranational organizations, they are
considered less inferior to the stalénternational law encompasses the will and prastiaf
states'* Dominant states, for example, set the rules thaps international transactions and
interactions [e.g. globalization. Unipolarity imgdi the supremacy of a state in the absence of

an equal power [e.g. United States and its actangss the globe]. Realism also asserts the

42 Michele Chiaruzzi, “Realism”, iPAn Introduction to International Relation®ds. Richard Devetak,
Anthony Burke and Jim George, (Cambridge: Camleridgiversity Press, 2011), 43.
43 |
. Ibid.
4 Ibid.
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international anarchy illustrated through dominatid states and in the absence of a common

government, results in security dilemma, and cotsli

International anarchy rests on fear and hostilihoag state§> According to Realism, fear is
necessary for survival. The presence of hostilitg eesource scarcity is seen to be a recipe
for conflict, negating peace amongst nations. liR®atherefore, regards the inevitability of
conflicts and assumes the selfish interest of hunauare and dominant role of states in the
pursuit of their interests in the internationalrer@®f politics. Foreign policy, for example, is a
critical tool for meeting the economic and politiebligations and interests of states and

subsequent interactions between states.

Hans Morgenthau posited six principles, four of evhiare: a. Politics is governed by
objective law grounded on human nature; human easuntrinsically selfish; driven by self-
interests and over indulgence; b. Interests aredtiheng force of international politics;
Interests are defined as power. In addition, Resabsgue that the international system is
predominantly focused on specific gains, i.e. th@isition vis-a-vis other states in the
systen® c. International politics [realpolitik] is centst on power. Power is seen in terms of
influence, control and access to internationalrimsents of change [be it oil, proper, wealth,
military strength, economic strength]. The mostogrizable tool of power is the Gross
Domestic Product [GDP]. Hence, great states amrackerized by economic [GDP],

military, and political powers within the internamial system; d. Realism disregards the

45 |
. Ibid, 44.
6, Hans MorgenthauPolitics Among Nations: The Struggle for Power d@Pehce Fifth Edition, Revised,
(New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1978), 4-15.
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universality of religion and morality, for both s&en subjective to the powers within states,

which control and manipulate their will on weakeatss:’

In contrast, Guzzini argues Morgenthau’s conceathering and retention of power is the
central factor in international relations, as oggabto Waltz’ argument that the primary goal
of states is not the maximization of power but thaximization of security, translated to
imply the improvement of relative power positithh. He further contends that the
maximization or balance of power is seen as powéself, not necessarily as a means to an
end. This, however, does not answer the questiodisgEquilibrium of power based on
resources. If non-endowed states improved econdgitie assumption is that the balance
of power would be destabilized but given the vasielements of power, money becomes the
dominant commodity in the maximization or retentafrnpower. Guzzini asserts that Waltz
argues that money-power analogy was problematim@asurement, but not in terms of
medium of exchange or economic value. He contéimalsnon-fungibility of power cannot
be transferred or interchanged with other souré@®wer; e.g. money, despite the arguments

about the fungibility of powef®

The above bears witness to China and the UnitetesSthoth considered the two major
economic giants of the world despite qualitativactionality of power. Where does this
assertion leave oil rich regions such as Southeda®? Does the answer lie in quantitative
power sources available per region or state? Dbtgtiiee commodities such as human rights
and democracy equate with quantitative power regsuin the assessment of power strengths

among nations?

47 :
. Ibid.
8 Stefano GuzziniRealism in International Relations and Internatib Political Economy: The Continuing
Story of a Death(New York: Routledge, 2013), 135.
. Ibid, 137.
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Where does China’s human rights abuses feature{asiplified in the Tiananmen Square
revolt, 1989, one child policy, human rights abusespartner countries e.g. Darfurian

conflict, Sudan, 2004]?

Taken from the viewpoint of power, it can be argukdt oil serves as a power tool,
promoting global competition in an anarchical sgstef international politics. As an energy
source, oil demands attention through ownership atfilization, making it a desirable
element, unfortunately, leading to conflict. Trese of the Sudan illustrates the dichotomy
between oil and politics and residual effects ahbdhe history of north and South Sudan
indicates evolving issues, while drawing significattention on oil since its discovery in the
1970's. Arguably, the case of Southern Sudan begseaaluation of this model in the midst
of its independence. South Sudan’s political ar@hemic interests have not been articulated
well through policy and strategy formulation andplamentation. Equally, South Sudan’s
political and economic dispositions may serve agnsawithin a wider or global political and

economic system, undermining its very role in gebtigs.

This study critically analyses the politics of wiith reference to the role of China in Southern
Sudan. It examines the relationship between geiigsyloil and conflicts in Africa. It also
looks at foreign policies, and management of nat@sources and resource based conflicts
in Southern Sudan. Realism theory will be utiliedthe purpose of examining the role of

geo-politics of oil.
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1.8 Research Methodology

The study applies both primary and secondary fta dallection. The primary data consists
of open interviews with key respondents in thedfief international relations/diplomacy,
conflict and petroleum. The interviews were basedhe research hypotheses. The secondary
data consists of books, newspaper articles, andgis) government documents; newspapers

published and unpublished materials, and magazines.

1.9 Chapter Outline

The research study is broken into five chaptergeing the following headings:
Chapter One: Introduction to the Study

Chapter Two: Historical Overview

Chapter Three: Case Study: Oil Politics in Africae Role of China in Southern Sudan
Chapter Four: Analysis of the Emerging Issues

Chapter Five: Summary, Key Findings, Conclusiorss Racommendations
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CHAPTER TWO
HISTORICAL OVERVIEW
2.1 Introduction
The previous chapter provided an introduction te thsearch statement of the problem,
objectives of the study, literature review, andijicstion of the study. It also provides the
theoretical framework and research methodologysdrdoing, the research highlighted the
arguments surrounding these subtopics in lighhefgolitics of oil in Africa, with reference

to the role of China in Southern Sudan.

This chapter provides an account of the historySoflan and Southern Sudan, given the
interconnectedness of politics and economics. diifsewith background information about
both countries, including the history of Sudan.sTHs followed by the significance of the
civil. wars in Sudan and Southern Sudan, ComprefienBieace Agreement, 2005. In
addition, the history of the politics of oil betwe€hina, Sudan and Southern Sudan is also

included. A summary of the text is also providethatend of the chapter.

2.2 History of Sudan

The history of Sudan, including Southern Sudamismdated with various interpretations,
issues, politics, and accounts leaving room foratkety speculations and theories. Depending
on the divide, literature is indicative of the difing views and thoughts about Africa and
Sudan. “Africa is an enormous land mass, 12 millsuare meters, larger than North
America and four times the size of the United $t&t& The word Sudan stems from the

Arabic word bilad al-sudan,meaning “the land of the black%.”Sudan is located north-

%0 Collins, Robert and James M. BurdsHistory of Sub Sahara Afric§Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2013), 7.
*1 Op cit, Mulu, 24.
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eastern Africa, bordering the Red Sea, between tEmyp Eritrea with Arabic as the official
language. Sudan and Southern Sudan share the B#m Bnd its territories. The Federal
Republic of Sudan is ruled by the National Congifeagy which commenced power by a

military coup in 1989. Sudan gained independenc&956 from the United Kingdom and

Egypt.

Southern Sudan is located East-Central Africa;moftUganda and Kenya, west of Ethiopia.
English and Arabic are the official languages.dsa population of 8,260,490 as of 2608.
The country is ruled by the Sudan People Liberaktmvement, formed in 1983. Southern

Sudan gained independence in July 9, 2011.

The history of the Sudan dates back as early adfiecentury with Kordofan under the
control of Muhammad Ali, the Albanian adventurerulM contends it dates back to the
Turko-Egyptian administration from 1821-18%1 Okoth argues that prior to this date, Egypt
had experienced a string of foreign masters, stexgmwith the Pharisaic dynasties [525BC],
the Macedonia’s, Greeks, the Romans, Ottoman Twakd, European [1798]. The latter
demonstrated through the invasion led by Genergbod@n Bonaparte. Through the
Ottoman Sultan interception, Ali became governoEg§pt in 1805 Ali's demise ushered
in the rule of Muhammad Said [Suez Canal conswuagti and Khedive Ismail

[commercialization of Egypt].

%2, National Baseline Household Survey, National Buref Statistics, (Southern Sudan Centre for Census
Statistics and Evaluation: 2009), 8.

%3 Op cit, Muly 26.

% Assa Okoth, AHistory of Africa: Volume One: African Societiesdathe Establishment of Colonial Rule
1800-1915(Nairobi: East African Educational Publishers 2Q(§2.
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With increasing foreign debt in an attempt to ceeat empire, the Khedives administration
was inundated with foreign debts, including thetadsslave trade. As part of the structural
programs, Ismail sold 44 percent of Egyptian shakshe Suez Canal to the British

government, thereby reducing the political influerf the French® Okoth further contends

that before his ouster in 1879, Muhammad Ali's értontrol of Sudan saw attempts at
uniting different ethnic groups and political uniéstablishing Khartoum as Turko-Egyptian
government headquarters in 1824. The rest of thmvipzes were under the noted
administration with ambitions of utilizing Sudanesesoldiers for wars in Syria and slaves in

Egypt and Arabic countries.

The Mahdist Revolt, 1881, headed by Muhammad Ahbradibdalla, was initially religious
by nature but turned political through the overthrof the Turko-Egyptian rule. Abdalla’s
influence in Sudan disfigured the status quo assaltr of the abolition of foreign taxation
rules and islamization. Subsequently, the AnglofEigym Condominium, 1899-1914 was
established, creating the Anglo-Egyptian Agreemig@andominium Agreement] for the
administration of Sudan. Daly stipulates the bouiedaof the Sudan territories had been
“reconquered” by the British, including Wadi Halfand Suakin. For example, Article 2 [of
the Agreement] cited provision for flying of bothads, Egypt and Britaiff Article11l
prohibited the exportation and exportation of stveto and from Sudadh the Suakin
separation from the rest of the country was alsirested. Signed on January 9, 1899, the

legitimacy of the agreement remained in force urk6, after the independence of Sudfan.

>, Ibid.

%6, M.W Daly, Empire on the Nile: The Anglo-Egyptian Sudan, 18984 (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2004), 15.

> Ibid, 18.

%8 bid.
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2.3 The Synthesis of the Civil Wars in Sudan and &thern Sudan

Each period in Sudan’s history marked strive andlignment rooted on political, social,
religious and social issues as indicated followiRdge pre-colonial periodNorthern frontier:
This period was characterised by systematic arabizand islamization, especially during
the death of Prophet Mohammed in 632 A’Dresource identification and exportation [gold,
copper and ivory], importation of slaves to Egypind developments in education,
administrative structures, and military basBse colonial periodThis period was illustrated
by the Anglo-Egyptian Condominium Rule [1899-19%6ld Southern Policy. The former
governed the country as two distinct entities; whhiie latter rested on two major premises;
the first premise on the de-arabization of the Is@utd the adoption of the English language
and Christianity; the second premise on the inteégreof the Southern region into Uganda
and the enactment of native administration Islam Arabic®® The post independence era:
Sudan:This period was symbolised liwo civil wars [the first, 1955 — 1972, the second,
1983 — 2004] fought primarily by the government ®fidan and the Sudan People’s
Liberation Army [SPLM/A]. Both wars coupled with éhcoups in 1958, and 1959
symbolized systematic discrimination, arabizatjwijtical and institution isolation, resulting

in a rebellion by southern troops in the Equatdpiavince.

It can be argued that the Condominium era failedathieve its goal of creating an
independent Southern Sudan largely due to polioal economic advancement of the north
and subsequent under development of the €duthithough the southerners believed in the

protection of Britain, the latter was more concermgéth maintaining the passage to India

%9 Op cit, Mulu, 7.
8 C. S Sarkesian , “The Southern Sudan: A Reasses$ndournal of African Studies Review
Vol. 16, No. 1, (April, 1973): 5.
1 F.M Deng,, “A Nation in Turbulent Search of Ifée Annals of the American Academy of Political
and Social Scien¢#&/ol. 603, (Jan., 2006): 156.
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through the Suez and Middle East oil fiefdsThe role of Anyanya 1 and 2, Nimeiri, and that
of Hassan al Turabi are also significant in Suddn&ory, for they are indicative of the
political dimensions of the day that continued twae both the north and south. Ali,
Elbadawi and Batahani argue the Anyanya movemestavdoose alliance between army
mutineers and politically active Southern Sudanesged on what they perceived as the

u®® The authors also state that the

hegemony of northern elites in newly independertta®
Anyanya'’s failures were caused by insufficient taiy strength, lack of regional support,

factional conflicts, grievances, amongst otheressu

The 1970’s was a turning point for the Anyanya mogat, under the leadership of Joseph
Lagu. Military support from lIsrael during this pedi and successful insurgency proved
victorious for the Anyanya movement. Dialogue betwéehe Southern Sudanese Liberation
Movement [SSLM], and Gaafar Nimieri’s regime ledthe Addis Ababa Peace Agreement
in 1972. The creation of Anyanya 2 resulted frontethfulfilments of the peace process in
the 1980’s. This led to civil unrest and the forimatof the Sudanese People Liberation

Movement/Army [SPLM/A].

As the leader of the Free Officers Movement andrtpgained power through a military
coup in 1969 by ousting Sudan’s first post-indemereg president, lbrahim Abboud,
Nimieri’s tenure was characterized by radical clemgiccording to De Wit and Hatcher,
some significant events that led to disintegratbrthe north and Southern Sudan included

government’s deployment in Bentiu in Southern Sydgatlaration of a state of emergency

62, T Theo,Ethnic Conflict and ReligianGeneva: World Council of Churches Publicatict97),
34.
8, Ali G Ali, Ibrahim E. Elbadawi and Atta El-Batahia “Sudan’s Civil War: Why Has It Prevailed for So
Long?”, inUnderstanding Civil War: Africaeds. Paul Collier and Nicholas Sambanis, (Wagbm World
Bank Publications, 2005), 199.
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and subsequent introduction $hari’a law, [under the Attorney General Hassan Al Turabi].
This contradicted the ideology of the Southernexading to mutiny by the SPLM/A,
subsequently, breaking of the Addis Ababa Peac«eev!\(genf".4 As stated by Basha, Nimeiri
attempted to shift the north —south border resgiifrom the oil discovery in Bentiu state in

1978, Upper Nile, and Southern Kordofan, in 1978itwin 1980, and Heglig in 1982.

In addition, the period between the 1980s-2000s alss pivotal. Turabi and al Bashir's
regimes were also seen pivotal in the 1990’s. Singyes that both regimes provided support
or patronage to Osama bin Laden, the latter of winas said to build dihad against the
West®® In addition, the January 30, 1989 coup, “Revohtiaf Salvation”, led by The
National Islamic Front [NIF] failed to cement bdtie south and north. The NIF systemically
waged conflicts with southerners, while ignoringlcdor autonomy of the south. The
signage of the IGAD-led Comprehensive Peace Agreemas achieved in 2005 in Kenya,
culminating to the cessation of the war. The signags witnessed by African heads of state,

including Colin Powell, former U.S Secretary of 8

2.4 Comprehensive Peace Agreement: An Overview
The use of agreements has been contentious giegnniditure and interpretations. Primarily
seen as instruments of conflict resolution, agregmeerve both political and economic

purpose by virtue of ownership and issues at st8kbolars such as Zartman and Mutwol

% Paul de Wit and Jeffrey Hatcher, “Sudan’s Comensive Peace Agreement: An Opportunity for
Coherently Addressing the Housing, Land and Prgpksgues?, irHousing, Land, and Property Rights in
Post-Conflict United Nations and Other Peace Operat: A Comparative Survey and Proposal for Reform
eds. Scott Leckie, (Cambridge: Cambridge UniverBityss, 2009), 267.

%, Sara Basha, “Sudanese Civil Wars: Multiple Cauddsiltile Parties —One Coprehensive Peace
Agreement?”, ifPeace in the Balance: The Crisis in the Sudads. Brian Raftopoulos and Karin Alexander,
(South Africa: African Minds, 2006), 12.

%, Shaul ShaySomalia between Jihad and Restorafiew Jersey: Transaction Publishers, 2011), 64.

7. Ted DagneSudan: The Crisis in Darfur and Status of the N&tuth Peace Agreemer(PA: Diane
Publishing, 2010), 15.
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also argue about the legitimacy of agreements daugrissues of parties’ interests,
representation, and tradeoffs. This was evidenced in the serial negotiationsveen the
Government of Sudan and SPLM/A in matters of teriad rights, autonomy/succession, and

political representation.

The Comprehensive Peace Agreement, [CPA] was tmitiaas early as 2002 under the
leadership of the Intergovernmental Authority onvBlepment [IGAD], General Lazaro
Sumbeiywo, amongst others. Recognized for endintjcalr stalemates involving the
Government of Sudan and SPLM/A, the CPA is pivotahe history of Southern Sudan, for

it illustrates the long road of the country andpéople.

The background of the CPA takes into considerapivious attempts at peace initiatives
and agreements, and civil wars between the GoverhiwieSudan and Sudan’s People’s
Liberation Army/Movement [SPLM/A]. The root causes key determinants of the wars
resulted from religiosity, political discriminatipand “economic marginalization of the south
and near exclusion of the southerners from positiargovernment®  Several attempts at
peace had been made. Some of them included theClfarence (1947), the Roundtable
Conference [196%], Jimmy Carter [1985, 1995, and 1997], Koka Dam |&mtion [1986],

Egypt-Libya Initiative [1999-2001f* and Comprehensive Peace Agreement (2005).

8, Julius Mutwol Peace Agreements and Civil Wars in Afrifdew York: Cambria Press, 2009), 15.

69. Elke Grawert, After the Comprehensive Peacedment in Sudan, (Suffolk: Boydell & Brewer, 2010),
70. Dunstan Wai, The Southern Sudan: The ProbleMational Integration, (New York: Routledge, 2013],
16-22.

71. Op cit, Basha, 16-20.
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Guarak posits that “Sudan is known for two reasaves; tragedies and unrealistic peace
agreements?, perhaps due to other numerous signage of peaeeragnts. He argues that
the Juba Conference, 1947, although the first iaffimeeting between the north and south
was a farce in principle and action, resulting frgears of subjugation of the Arab to the
Southern Sudanese on grounds of economic domirarteeligiosity. The Juba Conference
aimed at introducing and legitimizing Islam and Braivilization in a seemingly naive
people-group. The Arabs used the Conference ‘e tae unity of the Sudarf® With
varying differences by the north and south on mattaf religion, ideology, education,
economics, and politics, the struggle for unifioatsaw numerous attempts by the north to
sway the south. Thus, different conference agendas formed starting with the message of
unification, moving to separatism, and power sharidoutherners responded through
resistance and wars and rejected a move by thér &mionist Party to unite states of Sudan
and Egypt under one Arab republic. Guarak furthhgues that the Juba Conference, steered
by the Arab Sudanese and Egyptian powers underntireealishes of the Southern Sudanese
and British administration during the Anglo-Egyptisule. He sees the Conference as the
“genesis of numerous wars that have been fougtierSudan between Arab and Africans,

Muslims versus non-Muslimg?

The Roundtable Conference, 1965, served as andedegplatform regarding the issues aired
during the Juba Conference. Guarak posits thatRikendtable Conference “was nothing
other than deceiving the marginalised people tsuigect to more oppression by the Arab

elites of Khartoum.® Nimieri’'s government appointed Abel Alier [a Sbetn Sudanese] to

72. Mawut Achiecque Mach Guarak M, Integration &nalgmentation of the Sudan: An African Renaissance
(Indiana: AuthorHouse, 2011), 499.
73. Ibid.
" Ibid, 501.
"5, Ibid, 508.
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represent the government of Sudan and convincedhbtherners regarding unification. The
Conference failed in its mandate [unification ofd8n] due to differing views of the

southerners on this matter. The northerners algectezl the southerners’ demands for
equality, parliamentary, political representatiom @ecision making inclusion in government

[e.g. police force, administration].

With regards to the Addis Ababa Peace Accords, &uatates that, they were not strong
enough to maintain promises of physical infrastitetfor Southern Sudan. In addition, the
Accords failed to maintain Nimeiri’'Sharialaws, nor lead a referendum for independence.
This is despite the Accords acknowledgement otthiural and geographical linked areas of

Southern Sudan [Nubba Mountains, Abyei, and Blue]Ni

The Carter Foundation, sponsored talks betweenadtFSPLM/A in 1989, 1995, 1997. Al

Bashir's rejected the talks by accusing Carter eingy biased towards the three-month
suspension oBhari'alaws/® Briedlid and Briedlicargue that the Herman Cohen Blue Print
for Peace, 1990, provided suggestions regardingn¢agpeace, including constitutional

conference, and evacuation of all forces from SewthSudan. It also advocated for the
exercise of free and fair elections for the redioma of democracy, ceasefire, and
demilitarized zones [Southern Kordofan and BlueeNitates]. The U.S. election and Gulf

war superseded these suggestions resulting iailtse.”

Abuja | and I [1992, 1993] aimed at addressindrgel/ernance, Islamization, amongst other

issues. Originally initiated by President Bashidenthe leadership of former president of

7, Anders Briedlid and Astrid Briedlidh Concise History of Southern Sugauds, Anders Briedlid and Astrid
%riedlid, (Oxford: African Books Collective, 201(0§10-312.
. Ibid.
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Nigeria and OAU Chairman, Babangida, the talks medca deadlock over a proposed
agenda. In addition, internal wrangles within 8LM/A [faction between Troi and Nassir]
undermined SPLM/A determination. However, the gadike credited in providing interim
agreements to mediation and ceasefire, in additiothe building of the “two emerging

SPLM/A factions into a single delegation focusingaocommon goal’®

The Intergovernmental Authority on Drought and Oepenent [IGADD], continued the

momentum in 1993, 1995, and 1999 with composittomfgovernments of Kenya, Uganda,
Djibouti, Ethiopia, Eritrea, and Somalid Subsequent support was provided from Norway,
Holland, Germany, Japan, and United States. Batdwm maintains that IGAD created a
“Standing Committee on Peace” in Sudan in March419¢hich subsequently developed the

Declaration of Principles [DOP] as a measure ttauact the influence of the Sudan.

2.4.1 Machakos Protocol, 28 July, 2002

This research will highlight two agreements; thetBzol on the Resolution of the Conflict in

Abyei Area, 28 May, 2004 and the Machakos Protocol™2luly, 2002. The Machakos

Protocol emerged after the fall of Torit, Southteas Sudan under SPLA. Containing several
components including, “Agreed Test on the RightDetermination for the people of

Southern Sudan”, “Agreed test on State and Religithgreed Test on the Preamble,

Principles and The Transition Proce&%"the protocol stipulated key historical factors
detrimental for both north and Southern Sudan.eSteud religion, self-determination and
composition of a national government were key caonepds in the protocol. Seen as pivotal

the protocol “received Khartoum commitment to Seuth self-determination”, with an

8 Op cit, Basha, 17.

" Ibid, 17.

8 Comprehensive Peace Agreement: Agreement, MastHaiatocol, 2003.
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interim period of six years leading to a southexferendum, unity or independenéé.The

ICG report states that the motive of Governmerbudan’s was five-fold. First, the need to
re-align itself with peace and expand its baséhatetxpanse of the Umma and Democratic
Unionist parties. Second, the normalization oftrefes with the United States during post 9-
11 period. Third, to untie much needed developnessistance and debt relief from the
International Monetary Fund [IMF], World Bank. Ftlurthe control the oil reserves. Fifth, e

positioning of Sudan as a major regional playekfiica and Middle East?

2.4.2 The Protocol on the Resolution of the Conflign Abyei Area, 26" May, 2004

The noted protocol contains nine sections, aspactie protocol includes, “ Principles of
Agreement on Abyei [section 1], Administrative $fiwre [ section 2], Financial resources [
section 3], Public participation Section 4], Datenation of natural boundaries [Section 5],
Residents of the Area [section 6], Security Arrangats [section 7], Abyei Referendum
Commission [ section 8], Reconciliation processciisa 9].83 Although controversies
surround the resolution of the noted sections,yadamtested issue is Abyei, [e.g. 2011 raid
by the Sudan Armed Forces]. Key factors of Abyemnaayn oil reserves, oil revenue and
subsequent control and ownership. With the firsntio@ of a referendum in the Addis

Ababa Agreement, 1972, the CPA, 2005 aimed at céatiag the debate.

Taken from a historical view point the mediatioarteintended to resolve pending matters.
The difficulty of achieving that rested on the ftiat Abyei issue is historical, economic and

political in nature. The issues date as far bactha Anglo — Egyptian Condominium, 1905,

81 Matthew LeRiche, and Matthew Arnol&outhern SudanErom Revolution to Independencg.ondon:
Hurst Publishers, 2012), 108.
8 Sudan’s Best Chance for Peace: How Not to lbSEG Report No. 51, Sept 2002, 7.
8, Comprehensive Peace Agreement: The ProtocoleRésolution of the Conflict in Abyei Area, 26th a
2004, Original Text 2004.
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with “the transfer between Bahr el Ghazal Provirmed Kordofan Province Ngok

Dinka...and the Humr Arab<$*

The noted protocol was not without controversiesvben the south, north, Misseriya and
Ngok-Dinka. Contentious subject matter under thequol consisted of oil, territorial rights,

boundary outline and size [of Bahr al Arab Rivaiginal and secondary occupants. In
response, Article 5.1 [of the Protocol] was agrapdn by the south and north. Article 5.1
stipulates, “There shall be established by the ieasy, Abyei Boundaries Commission
(ABC) to define and demarcate the area of the Ngek-Dinka Chiefdoms transferred to

Kordofan in 1905, referred to herein as Abyei At&a.

Salman provides a detailed account of dispute. Berés that in forming the ABC,

preliminary modalities were established such agpfémentation Modalities on the Protocol
and Resolution of the Abyei Conflict” in 2004. THRules of Procedure for the Abyei

Boundaries Commission” were also established in5300The ABC report [as cited by

Salman] indicated some key findings. Some of thecluded, the lack of a map showing the
inhabitant of the Ngok-Dinka in 1905, territoriadgitimacy by the Ngok-Dinka [of the

Kordofan—Bahr el Ghazal boundary; latitude, 10°N], as well as shared territorial land
between the Ngok-Dinka and Misseriya, as 10°100 ktitude 10°35 N’ With rejection

from the Government of Sudan and Misseriya and @acee from the SPLM and Ngok-

8 Coalter G. Lathrop, “Government of Sudan v. Sudepple’s Liberation Movement/Army (Abyei
Arbitration”).”, in The American Journal of International LaWol. 104, and No. 1 (January 2010): 66-73.
8 0p cit, Protocol on the Resolution of the ConfiitAbyei Area.
8, salman M.A. Salman, “The Abyei Territorial DispuBetween North and South Sudan: Why has its
Resolution Proven Difficult? “, ilkand and Post Conflict Peace Buildingds, John Unruh, Rodri Williams,
(New York: Routledge, 2013), 34-35.
¥ Ibid, 36.
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Dinka, the CPA implementation proved difficult. eBh area fighting emerged in 2008,

leading to forwarding the Abyei case to the Perma@®urt of Arbitration [PCA].

After extensive work, the tribunal under the PCAwpwded a number of conclusions. Three of
which included, the delimitation of the Abyei ard8,460 square kilometres under the PCA,
and 18,559 square kilometré, under the ABC. In addition, the release of oildg[e.g.
Heglig and Bamboo] back to the North. In addititre provision of grazing rights and water
and land rights for the Misseriya and SPLM respetyi These recommendations, however,
did not stop the subsequent discontent and failbgeA referendum in 2011, Kagudli
agreements [including those of January 13, an®QZX1], Southern Kordofan elections, and

subsequent take over of Abyei by Government of Siil2011%°

The above leads to the question, Where did the iApgaocol fail? Oil is a significant
component of the dispute, including territorial dadd rights, and ancestral regard. The
issues are thus multifaceted. The conflicts oveyeAbfreezing of oil pipelines [2012, 2013]
illustrates the gaps of the CPA, and the need golve this and other outstanding issues

through contextualised conflict transformation naatbms.

Craze argues that the Abyei protocol failed on tgrounds; first, it assumed a historical
regard in the resolution of the conflict; seconosence of historical records [particularly in
relating to the nine Ngok Dinka chiefdoms]; thimpn-transfer of area but transfer of a
people-group, with territorial implications” in 190He further states that the shifting of

grazing routes undermines the latitude disputet) subsequent implication of “traditional

88 |pid, 42.
®bid, 45-54
41



rights.” The logical solution to this dispute, téfre, rests on a referendum, in which the

residents decide on the ownership of the &tea.

2.4.3 Other Protocols

Equally important were the Agreement on Permaneas€fire and Security Arrangements,
2004, the Agreement on Wealth SharinQ,January 2004, Protocol on Power Sharind! 26
May 2004, the Protocol on the Resolution of the flictrin Southern Kordofan and Blue Nile
States, 28 May, 2004. These protocols contain differing ¢ indicating wealth and
power sharing, security and territorial rights. ites exist regarding their legitimacy and
time limitations after South Sudan’s independemdg# increasing concern over unresolved
issues between South Sudan and Sudan. Reasorms ris policy delimitations, political,

social, and economic instability of Southern Sudad its frosty relations with Sudan.

2.5 Qil Politics in Africa: History, Theory and Engagement

2.5.1 History

Africa is endowed with natural resources, includiig Some of African countries rich with
natural resources include, Kenya, Nigeria, Libydia@a, South Sudan, Sudan, Angola,
Gabon, Equatorial Guinea, and Chad. This leadhdajtiestion, Is there a particular regard
for African’s natural resources, including oil byomAfrican states? Does the interest

translate to investment and development in Africa?

Arguments regarding interest in Africa’s resourdes/e been an on-going phenomena.

Oliveira argues that interests in Africa’s resosicparticularly oil are not the reserve of

% Joshua Craze, “Unclear Lines; State and NoreQtators in Abyei”, inThe Borderlands of Southern Sudan:
Authority and Identity in Contemporary and Hist@li¢erspectiveseds, Christopher Vaughan,
Marieke Schomerus and Lotje De Vries, (New YorKgRave Macmillan, 2013), 45-50.
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China but that of other Asian countries such asayih, India, Japan, and South Kotea.
Investments from Norway, Russia and Brazil are alsied. Oliviera states that the political
economy of oil has been aligned to three playedsratationships; oil producing countries,
foreign oil companies [Western states], and oil omipg states in the industrial world.
Countries in the first category include Cameroomgéa, Chad, Gabon, Guinea Bissau,
Congo-Brazzaville, and Equatorial Guinea. Commayaif these states rests on the pre-oil
stage [of economic, political and social underdepeient] to post oil production stage [of
boom era, eliticism, patrimonial politics, corrupti and failed states]. Thus, is the transition
economically viable? Arguably, Oliviera states ttia re-modelling efforts such as “Publish
What You Pay”, 2002, and “Extractive Industriesigparency Initiative” failed due to lack
of good will from companies and governments. Tha-effective result of reforms in
Equatorial Guinea, for example, and realpolitik @mdined policy formulation and economic
and governance transformation in oil producingestaConflicts in some African states have
also undermined development. For example, In Sudémroduction is traced back to the

Egyptian administration, resulting in historicahéiicts up to the present [e.g. Abyéf.

2.6 Theoretical Framework

The marriage between theory and oil politics israaresting one. If the argument takes the
views of Morgenthau, Chiaruzzi, and classical Rsmaliinformation would indicate the
interconnectedness of politics and energy resotwoérol and accumulation. Realism centers
on the notion of power and state centricism in dyaamics of international relations. It
undermines the role of non state actors over #ie sind provides credence to power politics

and domination of states. Chiaruzzi argues thatlisteais defined by the state, and

1 Ricardo Soares De Oliviera, “Oil Politics”, iRoutledge Handbook of African Politiceds, David
Anderson, (New York: Routledge, 2013), 180 -186.
92, Ariweriokuma, SoalaThe Political Economy of Oil and Gas in Africa: TBase of Nigeria(New York:
Routledge, 2008), 1.

43



international anarchy. The state governs the damaffairs within the international arena
using rudimentary tactics and anarchical systemsstovival. The security of states is
determined by its military strengths and arrangesieWeak states are considered more

vulnerable to the manipulations of bigger states.

Chiaruzzi's states three natures; sovereigntyrratéonal law, and unipolariy Essentially,
sovereignty implies the supreme power to make amfdree laws, governance through
exercising monopoly over internal and externalrimsents of legitimate violence [police and
armed forces], and territorial nature if state fwiboundaries]. Included also is the
international law, which encompasses the will aratfices of state¥. Dominant states, for
example, set the rules that shape internationahsaigtions and interactions [e.qg.
globalization]. Lastly, unipolarity implies the sepnacy of a state in the absence of an equal
power [e.g. United States and its actions acrossgthbe]. If fear is recognized within
Realism, then fear of states is a pre-requisitenafrchical states. The abundance or scarcity
of resources is therefore an ingredient of inteomal politics. This assumes natural
resources; including oil is a power tool. Survidiaérefore is imperative. Regions such as
Southern Sudan and Sudan require controlling aeccesing survival tactics if they are exist

in an anarchical system.

The principles of Hans Morgenthau equate politiith whe laws of human nature, implying
the imperfection and inadequacies in internatigoalitics. Human beings are by nature
terribly inadequate and hostile, rendering powed anlitics a self-centered phenomenon.

Morgenthau credits power to international politifealpolitik], where the rules of

%, Op cit, Chiaruzzi, 43.
% Ibid.
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engagement are predominantly state are centeregmsed to non-state entities. Southern
Sudan is no exception. History of both Sudan andgt®wn Sudan illustrates this concept, as

it also demonstrates the dichotomy between statgepand politics.

Guzzini contends that the maximization or balanteawer is seen as power in itself, not
necessary as a means to an €ndhis, however, does not answer the question of
disequilibrium of power based on resources. If padowed states improved economically,
the assumption is that the balance of power wowddestabilized but given the various
component elements of power, money, therefore, hesahe dominant commodity in the
maximization or retention of power. Guzzini arguleat non-fungibility of power cannot be
transferred or interchanged with otlemurces of power; e.g. money, despite the arguments

about the fungibility of power.

Oil is regarded as a necessary commodity, appkctislmeeting national interests, or if you
like, a power tool used in the balance of powett &eargued by Levy the concept of power
of balance is both strong and ambiguous. It is usedignify the division of power in
international structures; it is also used as tlealidllocation of power or a particular kind of
system™ Power is also seen as both a contributor of paadewar. Power conversion is
“the capability to convert potential power as meaduby resources to realized power, as
measured by the changed behaviour of oth€rB8wer resources are contextual; Sudan and
South Sudan power resources are oil. The three pogeurces of the United States are

technology, economy, and military. The United Stad@d Sudan power conversion aids in

%, Op cit, Guzzinil35.

%, Jacks Levy, “What Do Great Powers Balance of RoMgainst and Whenn Balance of Power: Theory
and Practice in the 21st Centurgds, T. V. Paul, James J. Wirtz, Michel Fortmaf@ualifornia: Stanford
University Press, 2004), 29.

% Nye, J.,Understanding International Conflicts: An Introdiant to Theory and History(New York:
Longman: 1990), 61.
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influencing international relations [with othertets]. States use either soft power [attracting

states to want what one wants] or hard power [@iseercion, inducements and threats].

2.7 China-Africa Relations: An Overview of Sino —Sdan Engagement

Historians differ about the origins of China in . Some suggest that the Sino-Africa
relations started centuries ago. Jinyuan arguéthimese historical accourhi ji, written

by Si Machien, over 100 BC years, records Emp¥rfoti, Han Dynasty, sent envoys to the
far west, including Likan, [Alexandria of Egypt]hiE was reciprocated with a visit from an
African magician to China. Other scholars like @hidand Hirth refuted this equating Likan
with Brzantium and Syria respectivéfyHe contends that products from both regions were
said to have been exchanged; Africa, [elephantsiusikd China [silk] by Queen Cleopatria
and Roman Emperor Antonias]. In contrast, Tullifsodifferent dates regarding the entry of
the Africa-China relations. Recent sources indithéerelations resurfaced in 1990s for two
reasons; first, as a reaction to the U.S. and Eamopembargo following the Tiananmen
Square revolt in 1989; second, multipolarity, “defil as the construction of more or less
flexible alliances to contain every form of hegemamd to build a new and just international

order”; third, global foreign policy for nationaiterests and economic growth.

The Chinese foreign policy on Africa emerged affecades of its re-definition, domestic
politics, identity, and foreign relations. Adie jtssthe evolution of China’s policy can be
categorized into “three periods of about five yezash; “the period of the original ‘Bandung

spirit' with a focus on India, Egypt, and Algeria focus on sub Saharan Africa after the

%, Gao Jinyuan, “China and Africa: The DevelopmehRelations over Many CenturiesAfrican Affairs
Vol. 83, No. 331 (Apr., 1984): 241-250.

%, D.M Tull, “China’'s Engagement in Africa: ScofBignificance and Consequenc@he Journal of Modern
African StudiesVol. 44, No. 3 (Sep., 2006), 460 — 461.
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1960 Sino-Soviet dispute; 1965 with the beginningtlee Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution [which dethroned the leadership thinkihg day], and escalation in Vietnam,
1965, and subsequent release of the ‘Red Guardsadisdor world-wide 'Vietham wart®

The Bandung Conference, 1955, accentuated thecalotal spirit and “tolerance of

101 with third world countries. Arguably, China’s fage policy is largely seen as

neutrality
reactive, particularly after Mao Tse Tung, the depment of the Asian Tigers, developing

world [1960s], and United States [1970s].

In recent years, however, the Sino-Africa relatibas received growing criticism,
predominantly from the West. This is partly due ttee political relations [issues of
governance, poor decision making by African statespnomic relations [issues of uneven
trade relations resulting from the exchange of material with manufacture goods], and
military relations [arms sale]. Despite the criimi, China has endeavoured to forge relations
with Africa in line with its non —interference poji and national interests. For example, in
2009, President Hu Jintao signed contracts withcAfr countries. Some of them included
US$280 million with Mauritius to expand its port ldbuakchott, construction a hospital in

Nairobi, and US$1billion for revamp of a stadiumaingola.*%?

Subsequently, this leads to questions regardingntialance of power relations, political
governance, and energy dependency [e.g., SudanZanbabwe]. Africa’s areas of

exportation with China have been in oil, metalg, dood and agricultural products. China’s
exports with Africa have centred on machinery, camization equipment, electronics and

transportation equipment. Its cultural, medical addicational ties with African states have

19 W.A. C. Adie, “China’s Foreign PolicyThe World TodayVol. 24, No. 3 (Mar., 1968), 111.
101 H

. Ibid.
192 Op cit, Naidu, 29.
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also shaped its impact, creating avenues for furthehanges. The Sino-Africa trade

relationship has witnessed increasing expansidmmihe last four decades.

2.8 China in Southern Sudan

The involvement of China in Southern Sudan is imsegntied with the two civil wars [the
first, 1955 — 1972, the second, 1983 — 2004]. Be#rs entailed a series of unresolved
historical and emerging issues. The second civil, wammenced on the onset of issues
including oil politics, leading to the 1989 militacoup by the National Islamic Front [NIF],
internal uprising in Southern Sudan and splits witthe SPLA. This resulted in the
disruption of oil production and exportation anangwomises of allegiances. In keeping with
its national interests, China aided Sudan throudtastructural development and military
support; negating its non-interference policy. Tibleginvolvement with Southern Sudan
emerged after the Ababa Peace Agreement, 1972udghranedicinal and financial [aid]

programs.

China is the largest investor of oil in Sudan. Sudaports 60% of its oil to China. Second
largest exporter of oil to China is Angola, whicbhspessed 50% of crude oil in Africa in
2009. China’s partnership with Sudan also invoimésrest-free loans for construction [1997,
2007] and US$ 2.8 million for humanitarian assistf® China’s non-interference policy
has seemingly appeared non-neutral as a resulieotantinuous involvement in Southern
Sudan — Sudan’s relations and its past politicepsu of Sudan. China has to contend with
the issue of the International Criminal Court [IC&2]d President Bashir, despite its refusal to
do so stating its non- signatory status to the I&gually relevant are the genocidal actions

exercised in the Darfurian crisis, and the implmas on partnership with Southern Sudan.

1% Ibid.
48



Recent attempts have been made by China to inagp&outhern Sudan in its economic
agenda [despite its earlier issuance of aid in 12908, 2012 China- Southern Sudan talks
by President Hu Jintao and President Kiir, and IA20i3 visit by the Government of South

Sudan to China]. During the April 2013 visit, bd#aders agreed to “enhance pragmatic

cooperation in all areas®

With the evolving faces of the Sino-China relatioparticularly in Sudan and Southern
Sudan, this begs the questions, “What implicatidass politics of oil have in Sudan and
Southern Sudan relations?” Is China’s non-interfeegforeign policy a justifiable tool where
conflicts are concerned in Africa? Literature thgbaut this document indicates a general
regard of Africa’s issues where investment and eooos are concerned. China’s relations
with Africa has been largely characterised by mutespect and undertakings. This has been
through economic packages [loans, infrastructumdetbpment] and trade arrangement
[exportation of oil and other natural resources]haféas it is recognisable that China’s
interactions lies with domestic or national intésge.g. meeting their energy needs based on
usage], its role in the Darfurian crisis, 2003 glrauclear program, 2003, and deadlock of
talks between Sudan and Southern Sudan, 2012, atedicdiscrepancies in its non-
interference policy. If concessions are made, diguaChina’s involvement in Africa

requires looking at core issues that negate dexedop

In contrast, Africa’s preference of the "Beijing id@nsus” as opposed to the "Washington
Consensus” provides new dynamics of resource e®litThe original context of both

Consensus has evolved since introduction. The ifgiConsensus” popularized by John

104 sunday Tribune, “Chinese VP vows stronger tigh $outhern Sudan”,
http://lwww.sudantribune.com/spip.php?article463dé&cessed April 24, 2013).
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Ramos, 2004, centres on three tenets, sustainaiie eguitable development, global
integration, innovation and experimentation. Thea&hington Consensus”, coined by John
Williamson, 1989, indicates ten economic-basedcpesdifor developing countries, including
privatization of government and private utilitiesnongst eight othéf® The latter were in
support of the Structural Adjustment Programs. @édijh both informal policies are
inundated with loopholes, the Washington conseftsusy used non-conventionally], is less
preferred by African states, largely due to periomgstof and relations with the United States.
It is argued that the United States seemingly alesd and anarchical tendencies with Africa
throughout the years, has resulted in its ignorafi¢ke continent, poor policies and relations
despite its military presence. China offers attvacpackages, not easily rejected. African
states are well aware of this and exercise itogegive where necessary, despite the fact that
international politics is anarchical. In so doirica has continued to assert its political

interests.

2.9 Conclusion

The chapter presented the historical overview efrttain subject matter while analysing the
history of Sudan, as well as China’s relations vtildan and Southern Sudan. The research
also discussed the synthesis of the Sudan and &auBudan wars, Comprehensive Peace
Agreement, with its sub sets. The chapter alsoudsed the politics of oil in relation to its
history in Africa. The school of Realism was apglas the main instrument of analysis given

the role of state-centrism in oil politics.

195 David Zweig, China’s Political Economy”, iRolitics in China: An Introduction(New York: University
Press, 2010), 212.
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In view of this, the research illustrated the digant role of the Sino-Africa relations as
concerns global and continental politics. This tiefesship begs questions regarding

governance, accountability, leadership, naturaluese based management, and conflicts.
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CHAPTER THREE
CASE STUDY: OIL POLITICS AND THE ROLE OF CHINAIN S OUTHERN

SUDAN

3.1 Introduction

The previous chapter discussed the role of ChinaSimlan’'s oil sector through an
understanding of the history of Sudan, ComprehenBigace Agreement, synthesis of the
wars in north and Southern Sudan. The Sino-Sudéticpband economic engagement was
also discussed. The chapter indicated the dynaofidke noted relations, while begging

guestions regarding the implications of the Sinoie&f, Sino-Southern Sudan relations.

This chapter draws from the literature found inptlea one and two. It seeks to provide an
understanding of China’s foreign policy, decisiomkimg processes, and relevance of the
Sino-Africa, Sino-Sudan/Southern Sudan relationsseleks to analyse these and similar

concepts in light of oil diplomacy, energy demaads consumption.

3.2 Geopolitics of Oil within East Africa

3.2.1 China’s Foreign Policy

Literature differs regarding the definition of fage policy and evolution of China’s foreign
policy. China is situated in Eastern Asia, bordgrfourteen countries. Wolfram asserts
evidence indicates documents linking China’s odgia 1300BC% However, since 1949,

China has evolved transforming itself from a “skeegpant” to a global economic and

198 Wolfram EberhardA History of China(California: University of California Press, 19772)
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political player. African states are cordial tostiievelopment as evidenced through economic

packages, while countries such as the United Séaéesften wary of its continuous growth.

A definition of foreign policy is necessary. Walt€arlneas [2002, 335] as cited by Smith,
Hadfield, and Dunne (2012) states foreign polidgn®to,
"those actions, which, expressed in the form oflieitly stated goals, commitments,
and/or directives, and pursued by governmentalesspitatives acting on behalf of
their sovereign communities, are directed towairdgatives, conditions and actors-
both governmental and nongovernmental, which theptwo affect and which lie
beyond their territorial legitimacy:®’
Foreign policy refers to those decisions made withcountry that are affected by and that in
turn affect entities outside of the count®}. Geopolitics refers to the practice of states

controlling and competing for territor® or a way of perceiving the world; either

objectively or neutrat™

The evolution of China’s foreign policy is debatbLiterature indicates its failure and
aloofness to exist. It also suggests its seemingpyresentative state of re-worked ideals
expressed by varying leaders throughout the conshyrarty. It also indicates China’s
foreign policy is centred on its fear of the Unitethtes. Yu argues that the foreign policy of
China developments considers periods of dynasSpscifically, Yuan, [1279-1368 A.D.],
Qing, [1644-1911 A.D.], and the formation of theifi@se Communist party [1949]. Other
periods include the Korean War [1950-1953], SineiSbrelations [1950's-1960's], and

Sino-America relations. Included also is the Sifoga relations [1950's, 1960’s], and Great

107 steve Smith, Amelia Hadfield, Tim Dunne, “Intradion”, in Foreign Policy: Theories, Actors, Casesls.
Steve Smith, Amelia Hadfield, and Tim Dunne, (UKf@rd university Press, 2012], 2.

198 p_Kaufman, AConcise History of US Foreign PolicgMaryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2010), 8.

199 Op cit, Flint, 31.

110 Op cit, Dodds, 2.
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Proletariat Cultural revolution: [Wenhua Dagemirf@66-1976]. China became as a United
Nations member and Security Council member in 18@dd 1972 respectively. This was
made possible by many factors including Africa’pgort. China's entry into Africa [beyond

Asia and Communist bloc], during the noted perigpii§ied a crucial policy initiativé™*

In contrast, Lanteigne posits that China’s forgigificy was shaped by two key events: 1. Its
failure to gain a seat at the United Nations in&3 The 1950-1953 Korean war [involving
the invasion of South Korea by the nortHf]. The first event witnessed diplomatic isolation
from the United States and allies in support of ikudang. It was not until the 1950’s and
1960’s when the isolation ceased after Englandueaa China due to its financial interests
and colonies, including Hong Kong. This isolatiemn&d instrumental in shaping China’s
cold war foreign policy, including its relations tvithe Eastern Bloc. The latter period
involved China’s participation through military sagot of the north in defiance of America,
exercised through the “Resist America and Assisekbcampaign of 19583 The extent to
which these events are considered successful iatalgdb; for example, the Sino-Soviet
alliance deteriorated in the 1960’s, leading inton@’s refocus into other regions, e.g. newly
independent African states, nor the Cultural Retvmiy of which resulted in millions of

deaths.

Developed by the Chinese Communist Party [CCP]n&kiforeign policy is guided by five
principles of peaceful co-existence. Jiang, 1985,cited by Roy] cites the five as, mutual

respect for territorial integrity and sovereignhgn-aggression; mutual non-interference in

11 George T. Yu, “Africa in Chinese Foreign Policii,Asian SurveyVol. 28, No. 8 (Aug., 1988), 850.
112 Marc LanteigneChinese Foreign Policy: An Introductiofiew York: Routledge, 2009), 1-8.
113 H
. Ibid.
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each other's intern affairs, equality and mutuahdfi, and peaceful co-existenc€:
Richardson asserts that the principles were writtem various platforms; first, from the
“victims” mentality of the CCP leaders; second,nfraChina’s resurgence of its former
“greatness” following several defeats including 3&lles, third, from China’s rejection of
Western imperialism , international relations modaelthe United States, and domination by

Russia, while reducing economic and military thsé&t

The evolution of China’s foreign policy is pivotallinked to key concepts. Essentially, five
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence [mutual respédgw Security Concept [established in
1997, indicating China’s post-cold war internatibsecurity order and conformity to the five
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence]: Peaceful Risateful Development [call for
recognition of China’s neighbours and the worldwhts significance]. Also included is the
Period of Strategic Opportunity [introduced in 200Bustrates China’s interest in
maintaining stable relations with other statesuduig the United States], and Harmonious
World, introduced by Hu Jintao at the World Sumaanitd 60th General Assembly of the
United Nations, 2005, underlines certain conce@iso posits that the concept serves four
purposes, two of which include,
discrediting the threat hypothesis advocated by RR{ty makers and others in
relations to China’s seemingly military, politicahd economic stand against the
United States, European Community, India and Japhe.other reason is based on
Beijing’s response to U.S. unilateral decisions Bnf.-centric international relations

and subsequent appeal to the United States obiisthreatening stand and call for
tolerance of democratic international relations distinct social system"é.6

114 Denny RoyChina’s Foreign RelationgMaryland: Rowman and Littlefield, 1998), 40.

115 Sophie Richardson, Chin&ambodia, and the Five Principles of Peaceful xdstence (New York:
[Columbia University Press, 2013], 6.

118 Sujian Guo, Jean-Marc F. Blanchakthrmonious World and China's New Foreign Poli¢Waryland:
Lexington Books, Jun 22, 2010), 4-5.
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The noted pillars has been adopted in various gowvent and non-government literature, as
exemplified in China’s White Paper on Peace Devalemt, 2006, which under Hu Jintao
defines the latter as,
“China should develop itself through upholding wiopeace and contribute to world
peace through its own development,... it should dpeeif to the outside and learn
from other countries...it should seek mutual berafid common development with
other countries in keeping with the trend of ecomoghobalization ...this is a path of
scientific, independent, open, peaceful, coopegativd common development®”
Although the philosophy of peaceful developmerdti&te-centred, its regard on international
interactions and atrocities screams inadequacy.inaZh oil diplomacy, for example, is
subject to scrutiny due to its relations with roguaions, including Sudan, and in particular,
the 2004 Darfurian conflict, which led to the atregarrant of President Omar Bashir.
Equally, its reliance on oil is therefore relatiier common and peaceful development,
seemingly based on natural resources rather th@ospective diplomacy. In addition,
China’s call for conflict management and anti-hegeim tendencies against bullish states

provides additional scrutiny, in relation to itssidigard of political, social and economic

injustices exercised by it economic partners [&gyeria].

The decision making process of China’s foreignqpols perceived through various angles.
Whitling, 1975, indicated three angles, (as citgdNig-Quinn, 1983). One, a disjointed set of
series of events and patterns, rendering it disé@and unobservable. Two, an open system,
seen as “a relatively stable continuity of forefmiicy output can be identified*® Three, a
list of variables set as ‘causes’ of Chinese fareiglicy; therefore rendering it pointlejéé’.

If the closed system clause is understood and &stefnen questions regarding neutrality of

117 See China’s White Paper on Peace Developmeng, 200

118 Michael Ng-Quinn, “The Analytic Study of ChineBereign Policy” International Studies Quarterly/ol.
27, No. 2 (Jun., 1983), 203-224.

19 pid.
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decision making, intra-state conflicts, and lealdigrainder the Chinese Communist Party

requires focus, begging the question, who detersnine foreign policy of China?

China’s foreign policy reflects three structureaniely, the People’s Republic of China,
Communist party, government and military. At theas the political bureau [politburo] of

the Chinese Communist Party exemplified througheisiership [e.g. Mao Zedong]. Yet, all
three levels are exercised within five levels, udithg centre province or army, prefecture or
division, county or regiment, township or battaltéh A case in point is China’s relation and

history with Taiwan.

In view of the noted, scholars have debated whe@ienese foreign policy assumes an
system-centred approach, [which Zhao states isd&gliby logic of national interests ,
defined in terms of survival, security, power, amdhtive capabilities"}?* or domestic-
centred approaches, [which refers to the hennasoiogue preferences and objectives of
key decision makers and their factional conflictwbureaucratic cleavages¥ Arguably,
since the reforms of the 1970’s and China's praijwvesattempts to primarily integrate with
the world economic systems, its foreign policy pdee significant credibility to its focus on
key tenets, including security, survival and pow&hus China’ foreign policy is not
restricted to economic ties, but political, anditailly. China’s history in communism and
contrasting economic agenda is not based on neagidtamphilosophies. Zhao asserts that
Mao developed a non-Marxism international stratbgged on the hierarchical structure of

three worlds. It emphasised on cooperation withetiging countries, relations with Japan

120 David M Lampton,The Making of Chinese Foreign and Security Pdiicthe Era of Reform, 1978-2000
(California: Stanford University Press, 2001), 39.
121 Suisheng ZhadGhinese Foreign Policy: Pragmatism and Strategit@eour, (New York: M.E. Sharpe,
2004), 4.
122 |pid.

57



and Western Europe, and appeasement with the USitatks. More so, a multipolarity
world, serving as a counter balance to a singlersppwer that would undermine justice,

peace and fairness.

Where then does the Realism compliment China’sdarpolicy? The tenets of Realism are
power, state-centrism, amoral, domestic developmerilitarism, and national interests.
Scholars such as Wohlforth assert that Realisimusded on three assumptions:
a. Groupism [face to face interaction within a uposetting, leading to group
cohesion. Its negation consists of group conflitte highest form of group cohesion
is nationalism]; b. Egoisms: self-interest drivelifical behaviour; c. Power centrism:
fundamental backbone of politics. Control and resesi are key?®
Since states are driven by national interests, gamhesion and interaction [between states]
proves strained at best and conflictual at worsgemonic tendencies in terms of application
and control of power also proves significant. Intgional systems are accommodative at best
and archaic at best; thus internationalizationaifamal interests serves counterproductive to
state interests. Realism negates universal moralig is undermined by other schools

including Liberalism. China’s foreign policy aim® tdemonstrate classical realism, in

contrast to its moralistic interests through itefprinciples of co-existence.

The rise of China’s foreign policy has been traslainto trade, investment, cultural
exchange, social/heath programs, and infrastrdctleelopment. The noted avenues have
resulted in the expansion of China’s economic egty, and the rise of China’s political
aspirations. According to Deng, China received UsHdillion in foreign capital from 1979-

2002, the second largest recipient of foreign itmesit [after the US]. He argues China’s

123 william C. Wohlforth, “Realism and Foreign Polfgyin Foreign Policy: Theories, Actors, Casess,
Steve Smith, Amelia Hadfield, Tim Dunne (UK: Oxfddshiversity Press, 2012), 39.
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national power, [economic & military capabilitiegpvernance, diplomatic influence, human
and natural resources and ecological health], amdifrom & to 7" from 1990 — 2000. Its
economic and military power, ranked 3 & despectively in 2008** Equally, China is the

second largest world economy, and a possible thogae United States.

3.2.2 China and Africa

China’s partnership with African states sends ngssaf curiosity, envy and imagination by
competitors [United States, Europe] and partneke §hngola, South Africa, Sudan, Kenya,
Congo Brazzaville]. China’s “non-interference pgfi@and “no political strings” policy has
been received with equal measure of curiosityefelnd disdain from Western counterparts.
Part of the reason stems from China’s growing atilte in world politics, while partly is due
to the competitive nature amongst oil importing roies, oil companies and oil exporting

countries following World War II.

Although China’'s modern day presence in Africa steback centuries, the Bandung
Conference, 1975 focused heavily of Sino-Africaiges, leading to its full recognition. Yu

contends that the 1960’s ushered in the indeperdeihmany African countries; providing a
field ripe for interaction for West and East coiggl® He further argues that China’s
interest in Africa during the Bandung Conferencaqukeresulted in three aspects: 1. Political
and ideological expansion; 2. Legitimacy of the i@&sie government [in contrast to it's de-
legitimacy], 3. Sino-Soviet conflict which had heigned in the 1960’s following poor

relations of the two states].

124 yong Deng and Fei-Ling Wang@;hina Rising: Power and Motivation in Chinese FgreiPolicy,
(Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2010), 2.
125 George T. Yu, “Africa in Chinese Foreign Policifi, Asian Surveyyol. 28, No. 8 (Aug., 1988), 849-862.
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Literature indicates that under Zhou, China att@ugb support freshly independent states,
while encouraging solidarity of non-independentiédn states. The Cultural Revolution,
1966 - 1976, eventually undermined the physicasgmee of China but efforts of economic
and political partnership continued with countrissch as Tanzania [Tanzania-Zambia

railway], Guinea, Mali, and Zambia.

The 1970’s — 1990’s witnessed a concerted consigteh Sino-Africa relations, leading to
the establishment of key forums, including ForumGhiina-Africa Cooperation [FOCAC],
established in 2000. China-Africa Business Coufi@ABC] , established in 2005 under the
auspices of the United Nations Development ProdtdNDP], China Society of Promotion
of the Guangcai Programme, and Chinese MinistryCommerce. The Fifth Ministerial
Conference of the Forum on China-Africa CooperatB®ijing Action Plan (2013-2015)
recognises key aspects, including the role of tifriec@dn Union in promoting stability and

peace and joint development of energy and resgertsources®

China’s White Paper, “China-Africa Economic and da@aCooperation, 2006” recognizes the
dual economic relations between China and Afridain€s export goods to Africa include
food, chemical products, native produce and anlbggbroducts, of machinery, automobiles
and electronic items. Africa’s export goods to Ghinclude cotton and phosphate, crude oll,
steel, cop-per, chemical fertilizers and electrat@ms, agricultural products. The Paper also
notes seasonal falls in trade [e.g. 2009], howegameral status indicate a gradual increase in

China-Africa bilateral trade from US$12.14 milliom 1950, US$100 million in 1960, US $1

126 gee Fifth Ministerial Conference Of The Forum Ciina-Africa Cooperation Beijing Action Plan (2013
2015). Also see literature on FOCAC, including lighan et al.
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billion in 1980 exceeding US$10 billion in 2000, $190 billion in 2008 [of which US $50.8

billion is China's exports to Africa and US$56 ioifi is imports from Africa]**’

Referring to the above section, it is equally ingtee to consider the role of the Brazil,
Russia, India China and South Africa [BRICS] as aans the role of emerging world
economies in Africa\s development. Having been edim 2001 by Jim O’Neill, the BRICS
symbolises multipolar [as opposed to unipolar] wodystems that accommodates the
economic, political strengths of its member staldwir specific role in Africa, like the rest
of the world is arguably undefined. Bouelle and el asserts that in comparison with
G20's rise during the global financial crisis, tBRICS are “less specific in its motivating
origins, arising more casually and organicaff§’ demonstrating on one hand,

interconnection of the states, yet on the other]dbk of a common criteria.

General characteristics within BRICS consist of edsity and economic strengths; for
example, young population than the U.S, Europe Jamhn [with the exception of Russia],
availability of natural resources [Russia and B}ashared history [Russia and Chin&]’
O’Neill regards the economies of the BRICS as digeBrazil and Russia are perceived as
“natural resources based economies,” China ané lasli‘labour resource based economies.”
Russia is viewed as an extracting country and seippf natural resources. India as the
“world’s future intellectual workshop”, and SoutHrika as the regional influence and leader

in mining and agri-businesd’ Whether this assessment is correct or incoreedebatable,

127 See White Paper, “China-Africa Economic and Tr&deperation, 2006”.
128 Laurence Bouelle and Jesse Chella, “JoiningBRECS: The Case of South Africain The Rise of the
BRICS in the Global Political Economy: Changing &digms?, edsVai lo Lo and Mary Hiscock,
(Massachusetts: Edward Elgar Publishing, Jan 3142000.
129 Luciano Ciravegna, Robert Fitzgerald, Sumit Kun@perating in Emerging Markets: A Guide to
ll\éloanagement and Strategy in the New InternationarBeny,(New JerseyFT Press, 2013), 313.

. Ibid.
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considering the impact and economic interests imcAf For example, South Africa’s role in
BRICS does not represent Africa in totality duediversity. Despite the fact the BRICS
members have maintained long standing economiagatiip with African states, including
interests and exportation of natural resourcebegs the question whether South Africa’s

membership is a ticket to expanding the intereSBRICS in Africa’s natural resources.

Bouelle and Chella posit th&outh Africa’s membership is not representativeAbica,
given the historical, cultural, political and ecaomo differences in existence. In fact, it can be
argued that the BRICS members [India, China] hageificant interests in African’s natural
resources. The membership of South Africa is stilhsiderably at an early stage and
therefore, difficult to ascertain its present implaalistic. However, the economic agenda of
the BRICS will serve vital in Africa given the ergarg dynamics of the East African region,

including the evolving developmental nature of $euh Sudan.

Equally, the Beijing Consensus” and the “WashingBonsensus” begs questions regarding
their workings and relations with Africa. The “Biefj Consensus” presents a theory stating
that China’s development model is an alternativettte “Washington Consensu$™
Arguably, the theory requires further testing abdervation, even though it is indicative of
Sino-Africa developmental partnerships throughdw tlecades and the latter's growing
preference of China over the West [in support ef‘lbok East” approach]. Consideration of
rivalry and competition between the East and Wesiticularly the United States] is of equal
consideration, as the concepts of hegemony, powktics, geopolitics and conflicts gain

prominence.

131 Bonnie S. Glaser and Melissa E. Murphy, “Soft Bowith Chinese Characteristics the Ongoing Debate,
Chinese Soft Power and Its Implications for thetelhiStates: Competition and Cooperation in the Dupiag
World : a Report of the CSIS Smart Power Initigtees, Carola McGiffert, (Canada: CSIS, 2009), 10.
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3.2.3 Small Arms Sales in Africa

International arms sales are not a new exercisey, @auntries such as the United States,
Russia, Italy and China as key arms dealers ofiéd. The justification of selling arms
varies; some of which include, power politics, sgguenhancement, foreign relations
enhancement, revenue collection, and natural resoaccessibility. Arms sales to conflict
and/or fragile regions, presents conflicts of iagtr as exemplified in the Darfurian crisis,
2003 and Iran-lraq war, 1980’s. Thus, issues atstlboundaries, security governance, and
conflict management become instrumental in analysih diplomacy and armed conflicts.
Both developed and developing countries are thetsugf small and heavy arms depending
on the security need in question. According to@RS Report for Congress, 2009, the value
of arms transfer agreements globally was US$53ldrbias compared to US$25.4 billion.
From 2005-2008, developing countries “accountecbfB% of the value of all international
arms deliveries®? Developing nations consists of countries in Ablaar East, Africa, and
Latin America. In addition, the United States, ytahd Russia were the top three arms sale
suppliers to the world in 2008, with values amaugtio US$37.8 billion, US$3.7 billion, and

US$3.5 billion respectively.

Authors such as Keating, and Hanauer and Morrig poacurring views about China’s arms
sales. For Keating, Chinese companies target dewgaountries, for both commerciahd

strategic purposes; e.g. Sudan and Iran both oftwhiet China’s energy imports, despite
UNSC Resolution 1556 [2004] and 1591 [2005], ofathcalled for prevention of small arms

to Darfur®®® Yet, the United States also provided military sdthe government of Sudan

132 Richard F. Grimmett, Conventional Arms Transfer to Developing Natio28)1-2008, CRS Report for
Congress, 2000Washington: Congressional Research Service, 2d@09),
133 Timothy Keating, MilitaryPower of the People's Republic of China 2009: AhReport to Congress by
the Office of the Secretary of DefendeA: Diane Publishing, 2009), 58.
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despite wars between rebel groups and Khartoun®88#* Hanauer and Morris contend
that China’s five recipients of arms sales in Adrisere among China’s top nine recipients of
Federal Direct Investment [FDI] from 2009-20%0.The above mentioned CRS Report for
Congress, 2009 states that China’s value of ararssfier agreements amounted to US$I
billion annually from 2005 — 2008; the bulk of thmount consumed by the production of the
J-17fighter. Africa and Asia preferred to buy sraalarms, resulting in smaller financial
returns. Given the small returns, the Report arglu@sChina’s interest was not on arms sales
but on their access to natural resources, includihin Africa. The divide between natural
resources and energy consumption is pivotal in rgtaieding how international politics of oil

is illustrated.

3.2.4 China’s Energy Needs and Consumption

With its first discovery in 1800, the evolution a@he oil industry in the world has
detrimentally shifted in terms of focus and dimensi Oil is one of the most lucrative
resources in the world, amounting to billions ofereue and with various usages including
electricity, heat, and transportation, among othErsm the production stage to downstream

phase, oil invites significant interconnection be¢n states.

The politics of oil is determined by key factorejee of which include political economy, oil
prices [1973-74 and 1979-80], oil control, andre#erves. How significant is oil in China?
The value of oil cannot be understated, for it asitoolled by geographical, political and
economic factors, most of which oil exporting coieg cannot control. China’s oil

diplomacy is founded on two grounds; first, to secits position as a key factor in

134 Meghan L. O'Sullivan, Shrew&anctions: Statecraft and State Sponsors of Tismpr(Washington:
Brookings Institution Press, 2003), 236.
135 Larry Hanauer and Lyle L. Morri§hinese Engagement in Africa: Drivers, Reactioms] implications
for US Policy (California: Rand Corporation, 2014), 41-42.
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international relations or global politics; second, secure its domestic interests and
consumption needs on energy. China’s thirst foreaiables it to manoeuvre its foreign

policy through decision making processes and ecanpartnerships.

Andrews contends that since 1993, China’'s demamdoiloimports has grown steadily
reaching 150 million tonnes in 2004 and 22 milltomnes in 2009, with expectation of its
rise to 400-500 million tonnes by 20%6. Gas, timber, rice, cereals, and soybeans are of
important interest, indicating China’s growing eoory, soon to exceed that of the United
States. China’s other interests in Africa includenganese, copper, uranium, bauxite,
uranium, and aluminium. The surge in commodity inpand expansion of China’s exports
of manufactured goods is an expression of Chinaisrgent rise to great power stattfs.
Andrews argues that coal is perceived more highgntoil; however oil is the main
commodity in the transport industry. It is worthask whether China is strictly interested in
natural resources or is it also interested in gidMrica expand in the trade and economic

opportunities to the world.

According to the U.S. Energy Information Admington [EIA], Africa’s total oil supply
[thousand barrels per day] from 1992 — 2011 wa2{BB [ 1992], 9319.878 [ 2011], with
Nigeria : 1950.609 [ 1992], 2554.488 [ 2011], Libyal70.459; [1992], 501.466 [ 2011],
Algeria: 1341.177 [ 1992], 1862.965 2011]; Sudamd Southern Sudan, 0.13407 [ 1992],
456.1249[ 2011], Angola : 535.3725 [ 1992], 1799.8§82011]; Petroleum Consumption:

Africa: 2157.119 [1992], 3296.9 [2011]; Nigeria:28199 [1992], 240 [2011f®

136 Philip Andrews - Speed and Roland DannreutBéina, Oil and Global Politics(New York: Routledge,
2011), 1.

157 |bid.

138 see Oil Production figures by the U.S Energy imfation Administration
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Since 1998, the government of China maintains tlleviing state owned fuel operations
under the State Energy Administration, China NatidPetroleum Corporation (CNPC) and
the China Petrochemical Corporation (Sinopec) amel €hina National Offshore Oil
Corporation (CNOOC). All are responsible for odpéoration and production, while the
latter’s activities are based on off shore catexgorihe noted state companies have gradually
secured oil industries in Africa including Sudanotigh exploration and production, and the

purchase of operating rights.

Oliveira argues that political economy of oil haseh structured around three players and
three systems: oil producing states [governingklforeign oil companies, and oil importing
states in the industrial world [until the 1990'sted in the West*® Until recently, African

oil producing countries consisted of Nigeria, ArgaCameroon, Gabon, Congo-Brazzaville,
Equatorial Guinea, Chad, and Ghana [2010]. Olaéirther contends that characteristics
that shape the Gulf of Guinea oil producing staiekide dependency on foreign technology
for extraction of oil, dependency on oil revenues the fiscal sustenance of the state,
consistency of poor use of oil revenue, corruptima low development indicators. Sudan,

although not part of the Gulf of Guinea demonsgdite noted factors.

Debates exist regarding oil consumption, Chinalsdg@lomacy and local community and
environmental concerns. As world population growwdll the demand for natural resources,
including gas and petroleum; China is no exceptioternational Energy Agency [IEA]
suggests a demand of 120 million barrel day by 2@8fimand for natural gas estimated by

IEA, will rise from 2.5 trillion cubic meters to tsillion in 2030. In order to satisfy domestic

139 Ricardo de Soares Oliviera, “Oil Politics”, iRoutledge Handbook of African Politicseds. David
Anderson, Nicholas Cheeseman, Andrea Scheible, (Kaw. Routledge, 2013), 178 — 182.
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needs, countries such as China will need to dram fits current partners such as Angola,

while also identifying new partners, such as Ker8teelly argues,
OECD countries account for 60% of world’s oil demaand 55% of natural olil
demand. In addition, IEA states that European Ufiids)f members’ oil consumption
was at 12.3 million barrels per day in 2000 withsgible rising to 13.9 billion in
2030. From 1993 — 2002, proven oil reserves oMidzlle East rose from 5% to 699
billion barrels. During the same periods, Africas reserves rose from 45% to 94
billion. The Soviet Union increased from 35% to oi8 billion barrels, while the
Middle East account for 65% of global proven ogerves:*°

The above leads to issues of oil diplomacy. Thedglomacy of China does not falter as

concerns China’s trading areas; instead, servabededrock, to date, in trade relations

between China and Africa. However, China’s “silgrdlicy, in matters of trade and bilateral

agreements with perceived corrupt African statiestilates contradictions in foreign policy

and commitments of good governance. For examplentdes such as Angola, Sudan

[Darfurian crisis].

In reference to Sudan and Southern Sudan, Cissesitgoth political and environmental
challenges are evident for CPNE.He further contends that environmental challenges
resulting from oil companies and activities wer@mssed by local inhabitants of oil areas,
National Assembly, and the Southern Sudan legigafissembly. Discontent grew among
the locals regarding human development concernkiding unemployment in Paloit!i and
waste, oil and mud dumping, including the existeaicpollutants in 250,000 barrels of water

resulting from oil extraction in Heglif> Acknowledgement of oil spillage is evident by

140 Toby ShelleyOil: Politics, Poverty and the Planefiondon: Zed Books: 2005), 7-13.

141 Doauda Cisse, “FDI in Africa: Chinese Enterprisesl Their Business Strategies”, Tine Routledge
Companion to Business in Africads. Sonny Nwankwo, Kevin Ibeh, 298-314, (NewkY d&toutledge, 2014),
303.

12 | eben Nelson Moro, “Displacement Environmental lotpResettlement”, irBudan Looks East: China,
India & the Politics of Asian Alternativegds, Daniel Large and Luke A. Patey, (Suffolk:B8ely & Brewer
Ltd, 2011), 78.

43 \bid, 77.
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geologists and oil managers, despite the legisiafi®il Resources Law, 1998 and

Environmental Safety Act, 2000], which calls fongaliance.

3.3 United States Foreign Policy on Africa

The foreign policy of the United States reads kkgeneral mesh of ideas and tenets best
described within specified periods such as the w@d post cold war and post September 9
2001 terrorist attacks. The foreign policy of tbeited States dates back to 1777, after
independence. Walton, Stevenson and Rosser argtéhthU.S. foreign policy on Africa in
the 1950’'s, 1960’'s and 1970’s gained recognitioroupgh deliberate political actions,
including, the presidential campaign of 1956 [agotitical agenda to appease the African
American voters], creation of Bureau of African &iffs, civil rights movement [e.g. Martin
Luther King Jr], Pan Africanism ideology, US reactito the cold war and possible influence
of the Soviet Union in newly independent Africatesd** Like Schraede, Walton, Stevenson
and Rosser contend that the U.S. foreign policyhm 1960’s fell in line with African’s

colonial masters at the institutional and cultleakls.

The United States foreign policy of Zimbabwe anditBoAfrica, for example, assumed a
representative policy for the whole of Africa, dtee racial tensions of the two countries
which were deemed a continental threat to peacestgus, however, exists regarding
whether the U.S. foreign policy is reactive or mtdge given the varying times and doctrines
such as 1960 and the Bush Doctrine”; which stressecurtailing potential threats. Modern

U.S. policy framework dictates the latter, partaoty after 9/11 bombings, which indicated

144 Hans Walton, Louis Stevenson and James BernasdeRoeds, T African Foreign Policy of Secretary of
State Henry Kissinger: A Documentary AnalyéMaryland: Lexington Books, 201~ 26.
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the possible evolution and demonstration of tesrarin Africa and United States. In view of

this, Kaufman argues that the portfolio of the UdBeign policy signifies key areas.
Thematically categorized as per leadership, themdeaa@ministration [e.g. Jefferson,
Kennedy, Clinton, and Obama]. National interestsynomics, democracy, security
leadership, Monroe Doctrine, and developments ftbm developing world while
considering varying paradigms including feminisibetalism, realist”. In addition
it also includes, unilateralism and engagementistafrom 1777, [with the exception
of the period between the World War | and IlI] an@nsming from George
Washington and Thomas Jefferson downwards.

Arguably, given the four domains of foreign polifiynilateralism, engagement, neutrality

and isolationism], that of the United States anth&hfor example, fall under unilateralism,

engagement and neutrality respectively. In intéonal relations, neutrality is best suited, for

it is devoid of any military, political and secyriengagement between states. Relations

between states, however, indicate the contradictidhis tenet.

This leads to questions regarding the U.S. politcal economic interests in Africa. Equal
concern rests on whether Africa is a non-issue .8 fdreign policy on Africa. Literature
differs on the extent in which U.S. foreign polieigher undermines or supports Africa. U.S.-
Africa foreign policy and subsequently relations leeen criticized as shallow, at best, and
reactionary at best. Possible reasons includéattes’s poor understanding of Africa and its
strengths, or general disinterest in Africa in metnon-militaristic or threats. Schraede
argues that although not exclusively restricteth&following areas, the evolution of the

U.S. foreign policy towards Africa centres on kbgrnes:

145 Op cit, Kaufman, 11-16.
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a. security, assumption about European resporgiplfrica is unequally intertwined
with Europe resulting from its history of colongth], resulting in U.S. regard and
approach to former colonial masters in addressisgds with Africa. b. east west
ideological differences [Africa in the 1960s wasrgeéved as virgin territory of
ideological and political influence by the Sovietibhn; despite relative disinterest by
U.S. presidents in Africa]; c. bureaucratic “incesmalism” [national bureaus

involvement and engagement with countries exercibgdgovernment official,

through joint programs such as military aid, etcg.eCIA, USAID[*® d.

militarization since World War I1.
Arguably, the U.S. foreign policy for Africa and I8ieral Investment Treaties [BITs] are
linear in their approach and presentation. Thesidatior example, seek “to protect U.S.
investments abroad, and encourage market-orierugtestic policies in host countrie¥”
National and/ or geopolitical interests are insteatal, at times serving more as a reactionary
exercise towards threats [e.g., Sino-Africa refajoalthough this is disputed in U.S. state

addresses].

Individual foreign policies exist, including that 8omalia and Sub Saharan Africa; however,
cross cutting issues remain, including promotingnderacy, security, peace, economic
growth as exemplified in the U.S. 2icentury foreign policy/strategy for Africa. For

example, the 2012 policy for Sub Saharan Africaludes strengthening of democratic
institutions, economic growth, trade and investmadivancement of peace and security for
African continent, and promotion of opportunity amttvelopment®® The Foreign

Assistance Act, introduced in 1961 provides aidkpges to countries and meets U.S

interests. The most visible presence of the UnBtdes in Africa rests on the promotion of

democratic institutions; even during criticism byriéan Heads of State. For example, the

146 peter J. Schraede, Foreigtolicy Toward Africa: Incrementalism, Crisis anch&hge (Cambridge:
University Press, 1994), 14 -23.
147 vivian C. JonesS Trade and Investment Relationship with Sub-SahAfrica: The African Growth and
Opportunity Act (PA: Diane Publishing: 2010), 26.
148 SeeU.S Strategy Towards Sub Saharan Afribane 2012, U.S. Department of State.
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push for democracy in Kenya, in the 1990’s whicyuably, introduced multiparty systems.
The Africa Growth and Opportunity Act [AGOA], equailent to EU’s Economic Partnership
Agreement [EPA], and New Partnership for Africa’su@lopment [NEPAD], supports

economic growth and poverty reduction respectively.

The difference between the U.S. foreign policy Africa and that of China rests on history,
programs, and methodology. Apart from economic kpges, China focuses on
infrastructure, and is largely unconcerned aboaitpértner’'s internal issues [e.g. Darfur,
2003/4]. The U.S. focuses on non-tangibles, [egestments, democratic principles], at
times through hegemonic tendencies [carrot andk stiethod], resulting in disfavour
amongst African states. In view of this, Africashtended to lose not only in terms of power
relations but independence of thought, for decsitend to disfavour Africa. Visits by
American leaders to Africa have resulted in moresgions than answers; for example,

Jimmy Carter [1978], George H.W. Bush [1992], anstrgghers.

Although disguised as strategic operations, the ldt€rest in oil and other natural resources,
has been continually evident in the world. The Un&rest in oil is likened to that of China,
given the strategic positioning, arrangements, aukages provided or established in oil rich
regions. The United States has strategically mahaige merge military power and
dependency on oil as evidenced in the Persian rggibn [exemplified by the Roosevelt
administration, and transitioning into the Cart€after Doctrine], and Caspian Sea region
[enacted by the Bush and Clinton administrationthiihrough the provision of armaments,

military training, military infrastructure; with #hassurance of “unimpeded flow of off*

14 Michael Klare and Daniel Volman, “America, Chiiahe Scramble for Africa's Oil”, in
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[e.g. Saudi Arabia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan]. Thdf @war, 1991, Afghanistan war, 2001,

Iraq invasion, 2003 are by-products of the noteeratons>°

As mentioned earlier, the U.S. — Africa relatioms lbeen characterised by a general disdain
and aloofness. However, with initial interest irtieoviet influence in sub Saharan Africa
during the cold war period, the U.S. has gradualtyeased its focus on Africa, also merging
oil and military operations, including security, aith, armament, and training programs.
According to the World Military Expenditure and Asniransfers, 1999 — 2000, world
military expenditure rose from 51.6 billion in 1939rise and decline of 8.5% from 1997 and
1998 respectively. Equally, imports from developoauntries dropped during the post cold
war period, from an average annual of 13% since’ #6%6% and 2% since 1995 and 1991

respectively’>*

In 1999, the three top three countries of “militaypenditure” [millions of dollars] were
United States [281,000], China mainland [88,900f] dapan [43,200]. Included also were
Congo [5150], and Sudan [424], Kenya [200], withminer 24, 85, and 100 respectively.
Equally, during the same period, the top three tr@sin the category of the “armed forces”,
per 1000s, were China- mainland [2,400], Unitedte8td1490], and India [13007% In
“Arms Experts” [millions of dollars], the top thremountries were United States [33,000],
United Kingdom [5,200], and Russia [3,100]. In “Asmimports” category, millions of
dollars, the top three countries were Saudi Arahi&)0], Turkey [3,200], and Japan [3,000].

China mainland [675], Sudan [10], Kenya [5] withnmoer 25, 102 and 114 respectively. The

Review of African Political EconomYyol. 33, No. 108, North Africa: Power, Politics BRromise (Jun., 2006),
298.
150 Ipid.
51 World Military Expenditure and Arms Transfers: lBau of Verification and Compliance, 1999 — 2000
(Washington:US Department of State, 2002), 9.
152 :

. |bid, 38.
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Gross National Product [GNP: millions of dollard]tbe top three countries in 1999 were
United States [9,260,000], Japan [4,400,000] anth£h Mainland [3,930,000f From
1999 to 2009, the global annual value of intermeticarms transfer deliveries rose to “about
one-third, from about $85billion to about $115illi while averaging about $98 billion.
Seventy five percent of the arm sales was supjjethe United States, 13% by European
Union, 6% by Russia, and less than 2% by Cfifiehe noted figures are indicative of the
changing economic and political scenarios acroesgthbe with the bulk of the arms sales

high during the cold war period, with slight chasgliring the post-cold war period.

Scholars such as Schmidt argue the benefits otdied war and post-cold war period in
Africa."™>°Arguably, the cold war and post-cold war periodfected Africa, while raising
questions about its sovereignty, governance, aospects. Coming from the colonial period,
Africa was both rife and "naive” in terms of itdenactions with other states. It had not been
given enough time to adjust to its new status dependent states. Starting with unequal
balance of power, and colonial legacies, Africa&sr@mic and political interaction with the
Soviet Union and the West was inadequate. Schrag#res that economic packages from the
financial organization, namely, the InternatioMbnetary Fund and World Bank, for
example, undermined the very growth African statese trying to achieve due to failed
fulfilments of economic conditions, curtailed gowerent involvement in national economies,
price controls, tariffs, and currency control/dexslon, amongst other practices.

Corruption, conflicts, poor governance and leadpralso aided into the demise of African

%3 |bid, 39-40.

%4 World Military Expenditure and Arms Transfers: Baveof Verification and Compliance, 1999 — 2000
(Washington: US department of State, 2012), 4-5.

% Elizabeth SchmidtForeign Intervention in Africa: From the Cold War the War on Terrgr(New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2013), 10-11

156 Elizabeth Schmidt-oreign Intervention in Africa: From the Cold War the War on Terrqr(New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2013), 10-11.
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institutions. As evidenced in her work, Schmidgwas that Africa was left with not only
debt but natural resources and a reservoir of drams existing or previous conflicts. The
effects of this continue to be demonstrated thraemimomic and political reforms addressing
historical debts, corruption and governance. Kesaiti-corruption measures exemplify its

efforts in dealing with inherited problems of pesgimes.

3.3.1 United States - China Relations

The Sino-U.S. relation has been characterized bipws periods, actions, reactions and
rivalry that have resulted in periods of silenagifation and restitution. Remarkably different
in their ideological, political tenets and dispasis, both the United States and China
continue to perceive each other with mutual distrasworst, and tolerance, at best. Various
explanations can be provided in the Sino-U.S mfati One rests on China’s growing
economic, political and military strength in thend The other explanation is based on the
rivalry between the U.S and China over energy ssjrmcluding oil. Both states are major

oil consumers, with estimated increase in yeacotoe.

Since 1993, China’s demand for oil imports has grateadily reaching 150 million tonnes
in 2004 and 22 million tonnes in 2009, with expéotaof its rise to 400-500 million tonnes
by 2020’ The United States net imports of crude oil, codpleth refined petroleum
products and liquid fuels fell from 12.4 milliondpals a day in 2005 [Mb/d] to 9.4 Mb/d in
2010 [ OPEC, as cited by Nerurkar], with the masrse channels coming from Canada,
Mexico and members of Organization of Petroleum dEtipg Countries [OPECFE?

Although disguised as strategic operations the lni8rest in oil and other natural resources,

57 Op cit, Speed and Dannreuther, 1.
18 Neelesh Nerurkat).S. Oil Imports: Context and ConsideratipfBA: Diane Publishing, 2011),4.
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has been continually evident in the world. The Un&rest in oil is likened to that of China,

given the strategic positioning, arrangements,gaukages provided or established in oil rich
regions. Evidence of this is seen in the mergenititary power and dependency on oil in the
Persian gulf region and Caspian Sea region botugtr the provision of armaments, military

training, military infrastructure; with the assucanof “unimpeded flow of o0if*°

[e.g. Saudi
Arabia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan]. The Gulf war, 198fighanistan war, 2001, Iraq invasion,

2003 are by-products of the noted operati§fis.

Literature in previous sections indicates debagggmnding fear by the United States over
China’s energy policy and China’s complacent regimdthe United States. Both have
interests in Africa and both express their regardtie continent in differing fashions. Recent
debates indicate a growing pull towards East CHBeijing Consensus], and India by
African states based on preference and politidat@sts. China is perceived to be less brash
on matters of governance, conditionalities andugron; they are also perceived to respect
the sovereignty if its partners. On the contrang United States [Washington Consensus] is
perceived as one with conditionalities, with intdrén the governance and leadership

structures of African states.

Debates also exist regarding the general disdaiheoU.S foreign policy in Africa. Africa
tends to take a “back seat” in U.S-Africa affalegding to a reciprocal disinterest by African
states. Ifedi argues that the U.S. engages Africaatters of oil wealth and when other

foreign policy imperative compels it, for exampdecolonization, strategic resources, leading

%9 Op cit, Klare and Volman.

10 Ibid.
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to the pull towards China and Indi¥.Global energy and terrorism are also pivotal theme
the U.S —Africa relations. In contrast, Obama aidkeB, "New Energy for Americd® may
contradict the above [as it focuses on renewabégggnresources to counter act its reliance
on internationaloil]. However, this has not stopped the United States fassuming a
unilateral stand or unipolar dimension on worldaa#f, despite the general regard or pull of

multipolarity.

The evolution of the Sino-US relations indicates iateresting phenomenon. Largely
commenced as early as the 1800’s during the Qinigdhehe relations consisted of trade of
tea, furniture and other commodities. In modemes, the relations have continued to
evolve, characterised under various administrationexample, cold war, period, and post
cold war period. Guo argues that the U.S.—Chireticels in post modern period served three
periods:
a. 1979 — 1989 [characterised by official visitdween the two states], b. 1989 —
1997 [characterised by low season resulting froenTilananmen Square protests and
People’s Liberation Army missile firing near theiWan Strait in 1995, the latter
leading to the breaking of the stalemate through Ziemin’s visit in 1997 to the U.S.
and a reciprocal visit by Bill Clinton to China 998]. The last stage, post 1999
[marked by agitation and success; the former brough attacksof the Chinese
embassy in Belgrade by the United States throhghQperation Allied Forces in

Yugoslavia in 1999 and the latter by China’s indasinto the World Trade
Organization after U.S. approvar

The U.S. regard of China in the 1990’s and 2000s vaied, the former was perceived as

competitor, while the latter as stakeholder [Busind as a bilateral partner, in “economic

181 John Ifedi, “Energy Policy” inStakes in Africa-United States Relations: Proposals Equitable
Partnership (Nebraska: iUniverse, 2007), 34.
162 A relatively new concept symbolising the new gyeiocus of the United States.
183 sujian Guo, Baogang Guo, “Introduction”, in Thigars of China-U.S. Relations: Analytical Approash
and Contemporary Issues, eds, Sujian Guo, Baogang(®laryland: Lexington Books, 2010), 2-3.
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recovery, environmental protection, nuclear norlifa@tion, and fight against transnational

threats” [Obama}**

In most recent times, the U.S — China bilateratidraeached US$387 in 2007, with U.S.
having 2 trillion dollars foreign currency in reges, and a US$ 600 billion as economic
stimulus plan resulting in China being the largestle partner of the U.S and aiding in the

global economic freeze of 206%.

Thus, arguable, the complexities of the US-Sinatrahs far exceed history but dives keenly
on the power struggles. The strengths that of thigeld States [military, economics, etc] are
also weaknesses in the face of U.S-Sino relatimmshoth states are driven by the national
interests [security, energy, etc] that shape thmitual relations and that of Africa. In the
quest for improved US-Africa relations, the lattequires evaluating its regard of Africa ad

adjusting its unilateral stand.

3.3.2 United States and Sudan and Southern Sudan

The diplomatic relations of the United States v8tidan dates back to 1960s. Since then, the
U.S-Sudan relations has been characterised by Kegtones; some of which include, start
and closure of diplomatic relations [resulting fr&i® support of the Israeli war of 1967 and
assignation of US ambassador to KhartdfihOther periods include Sudan’s involvement in
terrorism, the Darfurian crisis [including humaghis abuses], and civil wars [exercised by
groups including SPLM /A and the government of Kbam, leading to the independence of

South Sudan]. The United States response to theses was varied. O'Sullivan asserts the

184 |bid., 2-3.
185 bid, 4.
186 Op cit, O'Sullivan, 236.
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U.S strategy in Sudan was marked by poorly cootdithaanctions, penalties and punishment
[e.g. cessation of foreign military financing, 199%uspension of bilateral economic and
military aid, 1988]. This was seen more from a rhaiawpoint than a political strategic
viewpoint. However, the 2001 bombing on U.S. buiggi caused a re-evaluation of U.S.
sanctions against Sudan, in light of new coopematd the latter in the anti-terrorism

campaigns.

Terrorism has continued to be of concern in the.d43i®lan relations, despite economic
growth of the latter in the 1990’s. The U.S. Stddpartment, “Country Reports on Terrorism
[2004-2011]" indicates the presence of Al-Qaidanedats, Islamic Resistance Movement
[HAMAS], and Palestinian Islamic Jihad, and Lor&ssistance Army (LRA). This is despite
Sudan’s counter terrorism activities. Throughow same period and with slight variations,
other countries listed included Syria, Iran, and&§’ Ploch argues that although Sudan is a
member of EARSL, it merely receives military traigiand not funding; with additional
support given by the United States to Southern Sualad SPLA in response to the

disarmament, demobilisation, re-integration [DDR}qesses®®

The United States was equally instrumental in briogea deal between SPLM and the
Khartoum government, leading to the Comprehensiwac® Agreement. Knopf, 2001, [as
cited by Ewoh], like other scholars posits that theé. foreign policy towards Southern
Sudan, in relation to pre-2005 peace talks andréutincludes consolidation of peace

through the provision of billions of dollars in@®mic and humanitarian development;

167 See United States Department of State, CountppR&on Terrorism, 2004 — 2011.
188 |auren PlochCountering Terrorism in East Africa: The U. S. Rasse (PA: Diane Publishing, 2011), 62-
63.
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leverage over SPLMA and Khartoum government; mastiatver peace talk$? In relation

to Kenya, the relations are unpredictable althcsgglon historical collaboration.

3.4 Kenya, Ethiopia and Uganda

In an attempt to address new oil discoveries, @hemies and infrastructure within the East
African region, the Lamu Port Southern Sudan-Etiaiopransport (LAPPSET) Corridor
Project provides an avenue for the manageabilityamtrol of oil transportation within East
Africa.r’® Equally, with the lack of infrastructural capacity build the pipeline [without
looking elsewhere], and presence of financial emgés for the port, the Project principal
actors will require to consider the dynamics anditips of oil development, history and
partnerships within the oil sector. Close scrutimyl also be needed with regards to the
developmental trend of the East African commurirtyprinciple and cooperation, as well as

its role in the international oil markets.

The Project proposes the development of a newpaahsorridor for crude oil in partnership
with the governments of Kenya, Ethiopia, Ugandal S&outhern Sudan. According to Vision
20:30, the project route will include a new portliamu through Garissa, Isiolo, Mararal,
Lodwar and Lokichoggio unto Isiolo, Ethiopia ancuSwern Sudan’* In Kenya, Presidential

Order Kenya Gazette Supplement No. 51, No. 58 ede#the Project. It is also set in
accordance to the Constitution, 2010. Listed as @Kenya's flagship projects within the
Vision 20:30 and subsequent Vision 20:30 stratptpn, one of its objectives is to “ Foster

transport linkage between Kenya, Southern SudarEdmdpia” and “dynamic promotion of

189 Andrew Ewoh, “United States Foreign Policy Resgmsnto Africa’s Transitional Conflicts”, iManaging
Conflicts in Africa's Democratic Transitionsgds, Akanmu Gafari Adebayo, (Maryland: Rowman &lé&field,
2012), 181.
170 'See Lappset Project and Vision 20:30 under thep:/ht http://www.lapsset.go.ke and
http://lwww.vision2030.go.ke/index.php/pillars/projenacro_enablers/181.
171 H

. Ibid.
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regional socio-economic development along the praricorridor especially in the Northern,
Eastern, North-Eastern and Coastal parts of Kehya.” Additional benefits include

employment creation across all participating staesl establishment of petrol and diesel
stations. Two bi-lateral agreements have been digratween the governments of Kenya,

Southern Sudan and Ethiopia dhJanuary, 2012.

3.5 Sudan’s Foreign Policy

Prior to independence of Southern Sudan, the forgiglicy of the country was
representative, albeit protestation, of Sudan’ifpr policy. Largely seen as a draconian
policy among southerners, Sudan’s foreign policy éeolved under different governments.
The traditional foreign policy of Sudan was infleed by Egypt and the United Kingdom.
Ismael posits that the Anglo-Egyptian Condominiub899 — 1956, influenced Sudan’s
foreign policy, as most decisions derived from Engl. In addition, the independence of
Sudan in 1956, introduced more open and neutralioels with the international community,
allowing for continued trade largely with the Wasid less with the Soviet Unidf® Egypt’s
role in Sudan has continued to centre on ideolaglygeopolitics of the Nile valley resulting

in close interlinkages of culture, trade, politicsjgion, economics and race.

In modern times, the Egypt — Sudan linkage hasredndn the Nile River, through the
contentious control and allocation of the Nile watstemming pre-independence Sudan in
1952 to date. Examples include, the Anglo-Egyp&adan and Egypt agreement, 1929 and

Sudan and Egypt agreement, 1959. The latter oftwaliocated Cairo and Sudan 87% and

172 H

. Ibid.
7 Tareq Y. Ismael, “The Sudan's Foreign Policy §ddi International Journal, Vol. 25, No. 3, (Surem
1970), 566-567.
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13% control of the Nile water respectivelyy despite the Nile’s flow in other countries. Seen
as a threat to the Nile river Riparian states, redfdhave widened to address equitable
distribution of the waters through initiatives suah the Nile Basin Initiative, established in
1999. Wai, asserts that,
under Gaafar M. el Nimeiri, rule, Wai argues th&udan’s foreign policy was
characterised by confusion, poor ideological imé&edges, relations, and governance
[as exemplified between the southerners and norhsg], and domestic structures
[political alliances, and groupings, inadequateetiggmental focus, shifting relations
with the Soviet Union, particularly after the 19&1id West’> and clientism.
In more recent times, however, Sudan’s foreigngyotias been influenced by China, with
similar principles of non interference of domestifairs of sovereign states, a testament to its
historical relations of both states. In additiond&n’s relationship with Egypt, and Riparian

states, particular with regard to the Nile Basisoatonsiders the possibility of gradual

dynamics of this region and subsequent foreigrcpgaimplications.

3.5.1 Sudan and Southern Sudan Politics on Oil

Sudan and Southern Sudan perspectives on oil blitit contempt and curiosity given the
historical and present socio-political, economid administrative issues. Although literature
concentrates heavily on Sudan, due regard is nefme8outhern Sudan, particularly in
relation to its independence. Southern Sudan’sppetive of oil takes into consideration

policy formulation, CPA and energy governance.

174 Korwa Gombe Adar, Nicasius A. Check, “Introduati@he Nile river Basin, An Introductory Contextih
Cooperative Diplomacy, Regional Stability and Na#ibInterests: The Nile River and the Riparian Ssat
(South Africa: African Books Collective, 2011), kvi

75 Dunstan M. Wai, The Sudan: Domestic Politics Backign Relations under Nimeiri,

African Affairs, Vol. 78, No. 312 (Jul., 1979), 29- 299.
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Literature on governance varies in relation to scaefinition and application. Classification
of governance varies from public, good and corgor@ihe World Bank, “Governance: The
World Bank's Experience”, speaks of governanceutnopolitical regimes, management
procedures and methods of national economies, awergment's capacity to design,
formulate, and implement policies World Barj. “The New Public Governance?:
Emerging Perspectives on the Theory and Practixplags public governance from varies
angles including socio-political, public policy araiministrative governance. Difficulties
therefore arise in assuming a wholehearted emlwiaeriting definitions, particularly where
contributing factors and conditions exist. In thase of Southern Sudan, even after
independence, governmental inhibition of policy niotation and implementation have
continued to negate the territorial disputes ovdr fields and CPA arrangements.
Understanding the governance and policy formulasivactures in Southern Sudan requires

hindsight into the current situation.

Oil and gas are dominant natural resources achesglobe due to their demand, asset value
and utility. Due to this, fragile or weak oil-proting countries are likely to fail in energy
governance. Arguably, the economic managementl a$ dietermined by both domestic and
international market prices, policy formulation aimaplementation, amongst other factors.
States that manage their resources well ultimadelermine their economic and political
agendas [e.g. Norway]. In contrast, the “resoutose&’ illustrates the dichotomy between the
abundance of resource and high dependency of hatis@urces. Dichotomy also exists on
the economic underdevelopment, resulting from misggament of natural resources,

conflicts, inflated taxation, corruption, and popolicies. The philosophy of the ‘Dutch

176 World Bank,Governance: The World Bank's Experiegn@&ashington: World Bank Publications, 1994),
Xiv.
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Disease” does not deviate greatly from the “resewarse”. Although the “resource curse”
is widely argued, it negates the contributing festof economic underdevelopment for
resource rich countries such as poor policy, itonal global markets, and so on. In the
case of Southern Sudan, arguments rest on whetmet @ is rentier state or whether or not
it suffers from the "resource curse”. Empiricaldance indicates oil is the driving factor in
the civil wars and the CPA. Arguably resourceténpgure form cannot warrant a curse, for it
generates wealth and revenue, and if managed isetbsourceful. Nonetheless, oil is a
reference tool for militarization, conflicts, andwer retention, where poor governance and

accountability are concerned.

South Sudan’s overriding need for policy formulaticannot be overstated. This is equated
with its sizable amount of oil production, its pasa as a land locked country, and oil
refineries in the north. Contributing factors aisolude CPA'’s inactive strategy for revenue
and wealth sharing and contentious areas of Ab$euyth Kordofan, Equally, revenue
generated from oil is both tempting for regimes wehmilitarization and personal gain are
concerned. National leaders are tempted and ofiteestabuse the energy regulations for
veracious purposes include the retention of power. example, Sudan, under Nimeiri,
created a “Unity Province”, for the sake of retagbil for the north, despite the facts that the
bulk of the oil fields were in the south. Energgaarce governance takes into consideration
the international instruments of change, domesbiicies and frameworks. However,

difficulties arise where poor governance prevavsracontract

The independence of South Sudan ushered in a nushisemmissions and polices aimed at
addressing some of the contentious issues intradoemre succession; one of which was the

Petroleum Revenue Management Act; 2012. The Acainass a “regulatory framework for
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the development and management of petroleum aesvénd ancillary matters related to
petroleum activities”, in accordance to the TrdogitConstitutior.’” The Act recognises the
National Petroleum and Gas Commission mandateceveldp policy for implementation.
Nile Petroleum Corporation (NILEPET) is a statered company and subsidiary of the
Ministry of Petroleum and Mining, with functions dafil exploration, importation and
marketing. It provides clauses on contractual amgoirtation, creating room for exploration

of energy security.

The advent of the Comprehensive Peace Agreemenédjgirominence during the second
civil war in north and Southern Sudan. The exaderbaconditions of both regions
necessitated a discussion over the contentiougsssncluding oil production and sale.
Amidst initial and seasonal struggles between tnegment of Sudan and SPLM/A both
during and after the leadership of John Garangeeagents were signed, including the
Agreement on Security Arrangements,23eptember, 2003, the Agreement on Wealth
Sharing, ¥ January 2004, and the Protocol on the ResolutigheoConflict in Abyei Area,
26" May, 2004. However, these agreements still holdswmived issues, resulting in fierce

exchanges between South Sudan and Sudan.

3.6 Conclusion

The chapter sought to discuss the politics of oil inuthern Sudan in reference to the
geopolitics of oil within East Africa, China and rikfa’s partnership in the energy sector,
China’s national interests and energy needs, UrStatks foreign policy, on Africa, the U-S

— Sino relations. The research also discussed thieedJ States — Sudan relations, East

177 _See Laws of Southern Sudan, Petroleum Act, 20 @ ment of Southern Sudan, 1.
84



Africa’'s Lamu Port Southern Sudan-Ethiopia Transgoorridor [LAPPSET], as well as

Southern Sudan and Sudan oil politics.

In view of the above the research identifies tlgmificance of oil politics not only in East
Africa but globally as well. Qil, as the key globahergy source ignites and undermines
international relations, for the latter is deteredrby the international systems, arrangements,
regimes and patterns that have been prescribedghoot the centuries, creating parallel
initiatives or theories [Beijing Consensus, BRICHje politics of oil is greatly shaped by the

interactions amongst states, determined by hispmitical economy and power balances.
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CHAPTER FOUR

ANALYSIS OF THE EMERGING ISSUES

4.1 Introduction

The previous chapter discussed the role of intemnak and regional politics in matters of oll
development. It analysed the role of China, EasicAf Sudan and Southern Sudan, and
United States in energy politics and decision mgkirocesses. It addressed issues of concern
that resulted from the noted interactions includihg Beijing Consensus, Washington

consensus, post-cold war engagement, and Africe/s@mental issues.

This chapter seeks to highlight key emerging issdesved from the main topic and
extracted from primary and secondary data. Theyaigatiraws from the main objective of
the study, “to examine the relationship betweengadics, oil and conflicts in Africa, with
reference to Southern Sudan” as well as from threahjectives, namely, to investigate the
role of China’s non-interference policy and oilldimacy in Africa, with specific reference to
Sino-Sudan, Sino-Southern Sudan relations and olewvednt;. to analyse models and policies
regarding the management of natural resources amitiats in Southern Sudan; to examine
the impact of oil production and exportation in 8@mrn Sudan’s political and economic

developmental future.

4.2 Emerging Issues

4.2.1 The Role of History

In an attempt to analyse the emerging issues,imperative to provide an understanding of
the role of history as concerns both Sudan andh@owtSudan. The history illustrates key

foundational facts that have continued to shapdeikelopment, including the politics of oil,
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armed conflicts, natural resource based confli@smprehensive Peace Agreement, oil

policy, and governance of natural resources.

Southern Sudan has continued to wrestle with g®hy in an attempt to find its space and
relevance in the midst of significant historicaleats and undertakings. Every significant
period symbolised given operations and characiesittat defined southern Sudan, either by
intent or default. Some of these periods includes Turko-Egyptian administration, 1821-
1881’8 colonial Sudan [1899 — 1956], post independentlauy 1956 — 2005 and
independence South Sudan, 2011. The pre-coloni@do@as characterised by systematic
arabization and islamization, especially during tteath of Prophet Mohammed in 632
A.D.'"® Resource identification and exportation [gold, pepand ivory], exportation of
slaves to Egypt, and developments in educationjrasimative structures, and military bases.
The period expanded the economic base of Sudamurmdrmined the very fabric of the

country.

The colonial period was identifiable by the Anglgyitian Condominium Rule [1899-1955]
and Southern Policy. The former practiced through governance of the country as two
distinct entities; while the latter rested on twajar premises; the first premise on the de-
arabization of the south and second premise, tlopteoh of the English language and
Christianity. The adaptation of the Policy by tleitherners resulted in a general acceptance
of Christianity, and animism, amongst other aspeds, although some relief was expected
in relation to freedom of worship, the southerrestinued to experience significant periods

of isolation from platforms of governance, leadgséind ideology. Arguably, by virtue of

8 Op cit, Mulu, 26.
79 \bid, 27.
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this isolation, the southerners were not recognaedarticipatory members of the same

country, rendering them voiceless and leading ecatfitation for change.

The pre-independence period was equally thornyo@nhand, it was marked by operations
to provide full independence of the country. On diker hand, it increased the isolation
experienced by the southerners. LeRiche argues that
attempts by the British administration to inclutie southerners in the independence
process through the Juba Conference, [1947], oefyesl superficial results, for
Khartoum, in 1949. It only succeeded in removing British Southern Policy in
replacement of the “Sudanisation” policy. Esseltjahe south was populated by
northern Arab Sudanese and insignificant parliaamgntrepresentation of the
southerners in governmefif.
Bingo asserts that the policy used of “social comfation” by the Arab Sudanese was
counterproductive on development, for its categatipeople into classes or stratificatih.
South Sudan’s sense of identity, belonging andregird is crucial to consider, for the short
period of independence cannot resolve these ybmtead, significant period and resources

are needed to address the noted issues and otipgalyeimportant for its survival and

development.

The post-independence era did not differ signifigaftom the previous periods in areas of
political, educational, social and economic markadéion. Arguably, through years of
development, the northerners were more advancedttigar counterparts in the south. The
north was perceived as largely sophisticated, witheasing support from its Arab allies. Its
regard of the south did not aid in the collectivvelopment as some had anticipated after

independence. The residual indifferences, polad@aand marginalization between the north

180 Matthew LeRichie and Matthew ArnolGouthern Sudan: From Revolution to Independgficendon:
Hurst Publishers, 2012), 11.
181 Gideon Bingo, Second Secretary, Embassy of SoutBadan, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene, August
25, 2014.
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and south continued resulting in growing tensiars] eventually, culminating in two civil
wars; the first war, [Anyanya 1], from 1955 — 19@Rd second war, 1983 — 2004, [
predominantly exercised by the SPLA]. In addititmg coups took place in the same period,

1958, and 1959.

It can be argued that the underdevelopment ofdhéhds a by-product of colonialism. Deng
asserts the Condominium era failed to achieveatd gf creating an independent Southern
Sudan largely due to political and economic advarerg of the north and subsequent under
development of the soutf® Theo argues that although the southerners beli@vethe
protection of Britain, the latter was more concerégth maintaining the passage to India

through the Suez and Middle East oil fields.

Post-independence South Sudan cannot disregaidfibence of colonial and post-colonial
regimes that undermined the socio-political advarer@ of the country. Equally, it cannot
ignore the leadership and influence of the latenJBarang and SPLM/A. Historians assert
that the basic governance of the SPLM areas lackédadministration, despite SPLA’s
regard of its rudimentary governance. This resulbedn SPLM’s inability to address
humanitarian and security needs of the populatiesulting in the disillusionment of the
Southerners, particularly those of Eastern EquatoiThe latter group perceived four
enemies: SPLM famine, tribal militias, and goverminteoops SPLM as a lesser of the two
evils: North and South Sudan. The formation of B&wdan was tedious at worst and elating
at best, involving leaders such as John Garang.clineent political disposition of South

Sudan calls for an evaluation into the developniamid political gaps that exists.

182 Op cit, Deng, 156.

183 Op cit, Theo, 34.
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The newly independent South Sudan inherited htsbrissues. These issues include oil
development [revenue sharing, resource developmmesgcurity, ideology, and governance.
The lack of progressive policy formulation and ierplentation, emergence of a post conflict
society, coupled with its young economy, South Su@&asignificantly volatile on these
matters. However, it is at the point of re-definitgelf both nationally and internationally.
Attempts at re-defining itself are evident throwgfforts such as a new President [Salva Kiir],
and currency development [Southern Sudan dollagogy. Transitional Constitution, 2011,
creation of key ministries [e.g. Petroleum and Mgji and infrastructural and policy
development [Petroleum Act, 2012]. Southern SudeacP and Reconciliation Commission
and Transitional Constitution of the Republic ofugwrn Sudan, 2011 could be cited as

important developments.

The above latter two are two examples. First, thedate of the Commission stems from the
Peace and Reconciliation Commission Act of 2012 ams to “promote peaceful co-
existence amongst the people of Southern Sudartcaadvise the government on matters
related to peacE” With history dating back to 2001 [Upper Nile Beand Reconciliation
Interim Liaison Office (SUNPRILO), SPLM Peace De&K02, and Southern Sudan Peace
Commission, 2006], the efforts were in responsthéoCPA’s call for community cohesion,
leading to the formation of the Southern Sudanc®e&aommission Strategic Plan 2007 —
2011, Southern Sudan Peace Commission 2007, andeldeS8trategic Plan 2010 - 2011,

Ministry of Peace and CPA Implementation (MoP & GRAR010 and 2013 — 2015 Strategic

184 See Peace Commission, Government of the Repofoouthern Sudan, at
http://lwww.goss.org/index.php/commissions/peacefo@sion (accessed May 14, 2014).
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Plan!® Peace within and without Southern Sudan is ckuciat only in relation to the

political arrangements but also in terms of resewsitaring.

The Transitional Constitution serves as the supre&rkor policy framework of a state. It is
equally perceived as a tool that represents thiigablthought of the day [e.g. democratic,],
while illustrating the state’s profile in relatioi values, principles, rights, rule of law,
amongst other aspects. Teitel eaue that constitutions are either the “staterslmental

political arrangements [classical view] or are thpresentation of the “normative limits on
state power of a structural or individual rightsuta” [modern constitutional theoryj€® A

constitution starts out with a provincial one [likeat of Southern Sudan] before its full
adoption. A transitional constitution, as stiputhtey Teitel et al emerges from an existing

political rule and represents arrangements andémgsses that are fluid.

The Transitional Constitution of South Sudan idaatve of this, having developed from an
authoritarian rule; the independence of the sucmessnd subsequent independence of the
country also necessitated this. Transitional Gturigin of the Republic of Southern Sudan,
2011 recognizes all indigenous languages [6:1]asdjmn of state and religion [8:1],
territories including Abyei [1:1], land ownershifig9:1], petroleum and gas development
management [172-173], and revenue sources [£75]The Petroleum Act, introduced in
2012, supports the Constitution and primarily sfiegithe contractual agreements between
the government of South Sudan and external parfigs. success of the South Sudan’s
transitional constitution and developed documentsl &cts will be based on its

interpretation, context, adoption into a full congton, subsequent development of laws and

185 Strategic Plan 2013 — 2015, Southern Sudan PaatdReconciliation Commission, (Juba: Republics Of
Southern Sudan, 2013), 10-12.

18 Ruti G. Teitel & Ernst C. StiefeTransitional Justice(New York: Oxford University Press, 20009), 192.
187 See Transitional Constitution of the RepubliSoithern Sudan, 2011.
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laws, amongst other factors. As they are now, mppear as standalone, with little impact or

correlation to the realities on the ground.

4.2.2 Oil and Armed Conflicts in Sudan/Southern Sudn

Literature differs regarding the causes of natueaburce based conflicts. Important aspect
of inquiry is the advent of oil-based resources aodflict in Sudan, type of conflicts
predominantly found between Sudan and southernrSadd the correlation between natural

resources and conflicts, including oil, especialilynic and separatists’ conflicts.

The situation of Sudan situation fits well into Bles and Rusnak’s argument on the causes
of resource conflicts. Specifically, the intercoatgginess of resources to the environment. In
addition, the presence of natural resources withishared social space characterised by
unequal and complex relationships between socidbracle.g. oil companies and
communities, ethnic groups]. In addition, the sitgrof natural resources due to unequal
distribution, environmental change, and increadiegnand [Sudan’s oil regulation]; the
symbolic use of natural resources [e.g., Upper Niled Abyei populations and
interconnection with oil and land, leading to a vedyife, a source of identity, ideology that
could ultimately lead to political and social cécif$].*®® Natural based resource conflicts also

result from the notion of “who is befitting®®

History indicates two key events that arguably nhaye shaped the evolution of the oil

history of Sudan. One, the Yom Kippur war, 1973 rjvemgainst Israel by Arab states,

18 Jacque M. Chevalier and Daniel Buckles, “Conflitanagement: A Heterocultural Perspective”, in:

Cultivating Peace: Conflict and Collaboration in N@al Resource ManagemerfiVashington: International
Development Research Centre, 1999), 3-4.

189 John Omenge, Chief Geologist, Ministry of Ener§gnya, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene"2ugust,
2014.
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including Egypt to reclaim Sinai Peninsula and @&dteights possessed by Israel]. Two, the
oil crisis, 1973 [initiated Organization of Arab tRdeum Exporting Countries [OPEC]
countries in response to U.S. arms support tolisi@éng the Yom Kippur War. Kobayashi’s
argument rests on the same premise; that oil erabafdOPEC against the Netherlands,
Portugal, South Africa, and U.S. resulted in tree rof oil prices, which introduced new
players the petroleum industry. First by Chevrahjch gained a gas and oil exploration
license from Sudan, leading to the discovery ofrolbouthern Sudan? Subsequently, this led
to the restructuring of the border outline, creatid a new “Unity State”, and renouncing of
the 1972 Addis Ababa Agreement. Second by Canadedéh, Austria, China, Malaysia and

India after the pull out of Chevrdi®

Evidence indicate the oil crisis not only underntiriee economic strengths of given states,
including United Kingdom and United States, butl$o served as a call for regrouping
amongst Western and Asian states regarding petroeentualities, leading to a search for
new markets. Countries such as Sudan embraced ,Ghimaigh the provision of shares
purchase and tax free exportation [the latter ofctvthas been under contention in recent

times].

Thus in relation to conflicts, this research refeon the relationship between natural
resources and conflicts emerged specifically, swmidrom Collier and Hoeffler [1998],
Collier and Bannon [2003], amongst others. The necaimtention of their studies concerned
the correlation between natural resources and icts)flor “direct conflict” or by extension
“indirect conflict.” Bannon and Collier suggest ékr interlinkages between conflict and

natural resources, including oil. Namely, income gapita; level of rate of economic growth;

19 Audrey KobayashiGeographies of Peace and Armed Conflibtew York: Routledge, 2013), 24
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and structure of the economy [whether or not depehdn primary commodities; e.g. oil].
They argue that oil-centred conflicts are secesstion general; in contrast, they argue that
the improvement of the noted three aspects redheeshances of conflictS® Ross suggests
that various studies indicate four regularitiesy t¥ which include;
(1) “oil [primary commodity] dependence appearsb® linked to the initiation of
conflict, but not conflict duration”;, (2) “Gemstosie opium, coca, and cannabis
[“lootable” commodities”] do not seem to be linkamthe initiation of conflict, but
they do seem to strengthen pre-existing wats.”
The case of the north — south Sudan conflictstigeranteresting. On one hand, complexities
dictate the difficulties of categorizing the nortBouthern Sudan conflicts into one box e.g.
oil-oriented only, although this was and still igrsficant. Brosche and Rothbart argues,
history indicates a combination of factors, sushpawer control, historical issues,
including revenue sharing [SPLM/A and governmentSefdan, 2012], power
retention [SPLM/A and Sudanese Armed Forces, amérigum militias and
SPLM/A in 2006, 2008, and 2009 in Malakal and Abyesulting in 150 deaths,
ninety casualties and fifty fatalities respectiJef?
History also illustrates the importance of identjgyabization, islamization, Christianity],
political and economic determination [successicemid most recently, from 1974, oil,
particularly after its discovery by Chevron in 1974e Human Rights Watch asserts,
that from 1999 — 2009, oil was the main objectif/¢he civil wars in Sudan, while oil
revenue was utilized for the purchase of ammunidod weapons used to displace
and wage war against the principal inhabitants e oil fields. “Cash military

expenditure, which did not include domestic segwaitpenditure rose from 45% from
1999- 2001

191 Jan Bannon and Paul Collier, “Natural Resourcesl £onflict: What We Can Do”, itlNatural Resources
and Violent Conflict: Options and Actignsds, lan Bannon and Paul Collier (Washington: ld/@ank
Publications, 2003), 2-3.

192 Michael L. Ross, “What Do We Know about NaturasRurces and Civil War?”, idournal of Peace
ResearchVol. 41, No. 3 (May, 2004), 352.

193 Johan Brosche & Daniel Rothbavtiolent Conflict and Peacebuilding: The ContinuiBgsis in Darfur,
(New York: Routledge, 2012), 98.
194 Jerema Rondjuman Rights Watci{Human Rights Watch: (New York, 2003), 80.
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Oil revenue was not used for development of Sudafact reminiscent of the historical
neglect of the southerners in the equitable allonaif resources. Examples are given of the
government of Sudan’s expulsion of the inhabitait8lock 1, 2, and 4 in Western Upper
Nile/Unity State [situated along the north-southidew by the Baggara, nomads from Darfur
and Kordofai®® and block 5a. The Report also states,
2000 and 2001 also witnessed rebel retaliationlo€IB5A, with counter retaliation
from the government of Sudaburing the 1990’s, the government of Sudan’s also
engaged a divide and rule tactic pitting south4sogitoups against each other ,
through arms supply, with the aim of clearing thié areas for infrastructural
development by Western and Asian oil corii&s.
Government of Sudan also used oil companies foitamyjl purposes and carrying out air
bombardments on civilians targeted. Oil companiesiet their involvement in these
atrocities. Equal debates also centre on the role of statenanestate actors in Sudan and
Southern Sudan’s oil politics. In question are malional companies, and countries such as
China and India. The advent of oil companies aradestin Sudan’s oil dates back to
Chevron, in the 1970’s. Subsequent groups inclirdeGreater Nile Petroleum Operating
Company (GNPOC), a conglomeration of Chinese Catpmr, CNPC, China, Petronas
[Malaysia], ONGC [India], Sudapet [Sudan], and p@&11, Nilepet [Southern Sudan].
Accusations of abuse by oil companies were idemtifboy the Human Right Watch. In
addition to the air bombardments, the Watch argae international oil companies failed in
fulfilling the “local content” through the employmeof southerners in building the pipeline;

thereby denying southerners of needy income. @rddite Petroleum Operating Company

[GNPCO] and Chinese CNPC were seen as the majoritsuin this regard.

195 |bid, 48-50.
196 |bid.
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In addition, the Watch asserts that United Sudamdsean Parties [USAP], a regarded
political group in Khartoum, singled out Talismandlobal oil and gas company formed in
1992 and based in Calvary, Canada] for its propd@dwith agents from Europe and North
America] against the people of southern SudantHerlatter's group failure to appreciate

economic benefits of oil exploration.

Rone argues that Talisman was perceived as beimgl&dgeable of the brutality against the
Dinka and Nuer through removal from their ancest@he'®’ As a result, oil exploration
was largely perceived negatively by SPLM/A, pattely during the civil wars, leading to
arms struggle and in-operational oilfields. Intéregy, oil revenue has also been seen as the

basis of armament accumulation by both the SPLASuthn Armed forces [SAF].

This begs the question, what credibility do statlecompanies have in Sudan and South
Sudan? Hostetler doubts the sincerity of the NatioBongress Party, United Nations,
African Union, China, India and Malaysia in resalyiatrocities and conflicts in Sudan. She
perceives the latter group as late comers to thadistry, but willing buyers and consumers
of oil. In order to “maintain the pace of econongiowth, they solidify their place in the

global economy, and satisfy domestic demaiid."Using the example of China, Hostetler
states China’s packages [soft loans, weapons t@ademilitary training agreements and
political protection], are translated into Sudap®itical protection, weaponry, transfer of
arms, money to militias, loans, even at the coshwian lives. China’s role in Africa,

including Sudan, specifically, their inactivenesgarding the Darfurian conflict indicated the

extent to which China’s oil diplomacy is silent wratter of internal wars.

197 Op cit, Rone, 85-86.
198 Adrien Wing, Richard Goldstone, et al, “The RotitOf Sudan”, Proceedings Of The Annual Meetirig”,
American Society Of International Lawol. 102, (April 9-12, 2008), 91.
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In most recent times, periodic spate of violenag @mflict over oil centred territories and oil
fields [Blue Nile, Abyei, Heglig], have dominateldet politics of Sudan and Southern Sudan.
This led to numerous deaths, displacement of peapld uncertainty regarding the full
unfulfilled enactment of the Comprehensive Peagrefment, e.g., Protocol on the

Resolution of the Conflict in Abyei Area, [2@/ay, 2004].

Equally, criticism is levelled regarding confliatsthin SPLM/A two major tribes, Dinka and
Nuer, particularly since 1991. Although reconcibat of both Machar and Garang were
arrived at after the 1991 conflict, persistent disgled emotions have prevailed where power

and resources are in question.

Pelinka and Ronen assert that this sheds lightimta-national ethnic conflicts [or conflicts
between ethnic groups within existing internatibnalecognized borders...without the
international legal right of interference betweemther sovereign state..’®f The results

have been witnessed through the establishmentiarftelism, ethnic groupings, tribalism,

and nepotism.

This leads us to the greed vs. grievance persgeativconflict Literature on greed and
grievances concept as expounded by Collier indicatevolving perspective that centres on
causes of conflict. Although generally applied teplain causes of conflict, greed vs.
grievance epitomises the general regard of pubdinagement of resources. Key assumption
is that conflict is subject to multiple factorscinding collective action, economic gains, and

recruitment of human resources. The grievance petsge, Collier asserts, is based on

199 Anton Pelinka & Dov RonerThe Challenge of Ethnic Conflict, Democracy andf-8etermination in
Central Europe (New York; Routledge, 2013), xxiii.
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certain tenets, two of which are, lack of politicaghts and government economic
incompetencies. Collier argues all of the noteel subjective and contingent of existing
variables. Thus, temporal, justifiable in the cafénjustices and unfulfilled needs; it is de-
emphasized where fulfilment is achieved. Greednbei@ conflicts are evident through the
exercise of wants as opposed to né8lisie argues that greed propels individuals toward
collective action, even without collective homogénedue to the opportunities conflict

presents itself where natural resources are coaedern

Whether greed or grievance, it is equally importantonsider pre-interactions in Africa’s
resource rich countries. Countries such as Sudamaddratic Republic of Congo have
experienced strife resulting from poor distribuaband management of natural, political and
economic resources. The persistent issues of msooranagement continue, almost
becoming part of the national profile. Arguably,idis role in Southern Sudan does not
suggest looting of resources but it does beg thestqpn regarding China’s role in the
proliferation of small arms in Africa, including &an. That negates conflict management,
peace, and instead encourages arms struggle ngsfribm the purchase and availability of
small arms. Subsequently, residual effects of megatil diplomacy, bad governance of
natural resources, ineffective decision making adfitserners [considering corruption and

other vices] also serve as secondary effects af gibgovernance.

4.2.3 Geopolitics
Geopolitics acknowledges the dynamics of stateBimwvi region; in this case, within Africa,

specifically, East Africa. The politics of oil sounding Sudan and Southern Sudan promotes

200 paul Collier, “Doing Well after War: An EconomRerceptive”, in Greed & Grievance: Economic Agendas
in Civil Wars, eds, Mats R. Berdal, David Maloné-P12 (Colorado: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 200@), 9
101.
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curiously and debates primarily due to the esskenharacteristics of the power relations

between countries such as the United States, CMialaysia, Kenya, Ethiopia, and Uganda.

Literature illustrates the ambiguous dispositiontiloé U.S.-Africa relations, including its
foreign policy on Africa. Authors such as Schraadgue that it has evolved throughout the
years to include: security, assumptions about Eranpesponsibility; East-West ideological
differences; bureaucratic “incrementalism” and taiization since World War Il. Africa-
U.S. relations have not significantly moved awagnirthis premise. In recent times, for
example, the U.S. foreign policy on Africa has cedton strengthening democratic
institutions, economic growth, trade and investmadivancement of peace and security for
African continent, and promotion of opportunity atelvelopment®™ However, America's
interests in Africa are still rather "colonial” ge.still rely on Africa's colonial masters for
decision making], unilateral and seemingly riguloviding justification for China's role in
Africa, particularly where political and economieps exist. In contrast, China’s foreign
policy identifies its position and interests witther nations, based on five tenets [mutual
respect for territorial integrity and sovereignhgn-aggression; non-interference in other’'s
international affairs; equality and mutual benefitd peaceful co-existence]. China’s foreign
policy underpins their involvement in other couesriincluding those in the African
continent. Seen largely as a reactionary to the lth&ar approach to international affairs, the
Chinese government has continued to endear iteelftates through a seemingly non-

confrontational and non-threatening manner, wigkponding to the developmental needs of

its partner countries.

201 gee U.S Strategy Towards Sub Saharan Affieae 2012, U.S. Department of State.
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Like the United States China’s focus on Africa, luging Southern Sudan was and still
largely based on national interests. Arguably, @fsirhistory with the United States, Soviet
Union and Asia seems like an attempt by Chinatairapolitical and economic credibility in
the world. To accomplish this, China seeminglyizgs Africa as a tool. In this regard Africa
is a pun in the hands of China [and the U.S.], Wiespcreasing protestation of sovereignty
by African countries. This leads to the concernrabe East —West rivalry over Africa’s

natural resources.

The first scramble for Africa was initiated in theneteenth century resulting from various
reasons including German-French military rivalrydaopening of new market of cotton
industry?®® The new scramble centres on key areas, includgral resources such as oil
and gas wealth. Countries such as Nigeria, Ghangol&, and Southern Sudan are endowed
with oil that provokes both interest and interactiwithin states and parties of interests
[multinational oil corporations], providing new dence to oil politics and diplomacy. The
East —West dynamics with regards to Africa has @sgjvely taken new dimensions. The
cold war period and post-cold war period spotlighbteth the foreign policies of both China
and the United States. China moved strategicallgetnent new relations with Africa from
the 1970’s-1990, leading to key forums, specificall
the forum on China-Africa Cooperation [FOCAC], ddished in 2000, China-Africa
Business Council [CABC], established in 2005 by thdted Nations Development
Program [UNDP], China Society of Promotion of th&aBgcai Programme, and
Chinese Ministry of Commerce. Most recently, th&h~Ministerial Conference of
the Forum on China-Africa Cooperation Beijing ActiBlan recognised key aspects,

including the role of the African Union in promagirstability and peace and joint
development of energy and respective resouffées.

202 Op cit, Strange, 116.

203 gSee Fifth Ministerial Conference Of The Forum Chiina-Africa Cooperation Beijing Action Plan (2013-
2015).
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In contrast, Southern Sudan’s interest in its owrnas predominantly evolved through the
eyes of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement, spdlgifio the Agreement on Security
Arrangements, 23 September, 2003, the Agreement on Wealth Sharfhglanuary 2004,
and the Protocol on the Resolution of the ConfiictAbyei Area, 28 May, 2004. The
Petroleum Act 2012 was developed after independesers/ing more as a contractual
guideline. In the absence of agreed border outliremsit fees, among other issues, both
South Sudan and Sudan demonstrates the interptalypdditics determined in oil. The 2012
closure of oil fields by Southern Sudan was illaste of the residual effects of the poor
implementation of the CPA, despite tremendous lafssevenue during that period. The
intervention of the Chinese government of the dispdespite its non-interference policy was
indicative of its national interests in oil impdrta and investments amounting to billions of
dollars. Oil is estimated to contribute 98% of ttaional revenue of Southern Sudan, with
little regard to other potential areas of natiodalvelopment. Yet, the underlining causal

factor in oil politics stands at governance, ruiéawv, legislation.

The interplay of these dynamics sees an emergingadin the midst of China and the United
States, resulting in power plays. On one hand,cAfristates want to exert their sovereignty
for reasons of identity and legitimacy. States sashSudan, South Sudan, and Kenya are
evolving from internal conflicts and diverse hisés; calling for a new paradigm shift
regarding domestic and international relations.tRese and other countries, development is
of priority, despite the presence or lack of ndtuesources. Employment, economic
diversification, institutional development, and edition are areas with significant focus.
Friendly states are seemingly invited to partnehwffrica. The pull towards the “Beijing
Consensus” as opposed to the “Washington Consensusiiot only attractive but

accommodating for African states.
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Arguments indicate a key justification for this wétsfrom the non-threatening manner of
China over issues [corruption, leadership and gauese]. However, Africa may also be at
the brink of re-defining itself in relation to if®reign policy, relations and governance;
indicating a strong regard for complimentary asagga to antagonism. Africa’s redefinition
rests on the political [governance; leadershipphnemic [GDP], socially [culturally], and
educationally [focus on technology]. Africa’s ratechange is both strength and a weakness.
As strength, it calls for new paradigms and appteac As a weakness, it negates the
complexities of development in light of corrupti@nd poor leadership. Africa’s choice over
its development partners is equally based on ilisiqged and economic interests. In the case
of East-West preference, China offers attractivekpges, not easily rejected. African states
are well aware of this and exercise their preregatvhere necessary, despite the fact that
international arrangements and politics are aneathihe implications for all the regions are

accumulative.

This leads to the fact that a re-emergence of tf& fdéreign policy and relations is in dire
need. If it is to secure its future relations whlfrica; the seemingly draconian approach
requires re-dress, while accommodating the poljtie@onomic cultural disposition of
African states and their people. While not undemgrthe principles of good governance,
the U.S. foreign policy on Africa must be engagifgguably, it is reactionary and short
lived. The themes that have dominated the polayehtended to be recaptured in subsequent
policies, negating the concepts of free trade,iatetnational relations. In contrast, China’s
foreign policy is contradictory in practice and lpsophy[ in view of its role of a permanent
member of the UNSC, the Darfurian, Iran--lraq wamns sales to combatants, and South
Sudan pipeline closure]. The seemingly lack of tedbgical transfer and private investments

is a key concern [e.g. Southern Sudan-China]. Chiaad America’s reliance on external
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sources for their energy needs is equally pivdthis begs the question whether these needs
counter act natural resource control and peacerem@sources are commodities of wars by
rebel groups. Is the noted reliance addressedghrthe Obama and Biden's "New Energy
for America", of which focuses on renewable enaegources to counter act its reliance on

international oil?

As South Sudan and East Africa continues to develug attract international trade and
politics, caution is given regarding poor monitgriand evaluation systems, coupled with
poor polices, and conflicts. Bingo credits the gditigcs within East Africa as leading to

economic development, but warns of inter-natiowaiflicts resulting from greetf* He calls

for good governance over natural resources, inctudil.

4.2.4 Policy: Management of Natural Resources

Literature on oil and management in Southern Sudamot discount history [of north and
Southern Sudan], governance and post conflict 8esieEqually, literature on management
of natural resources in Africa is indicative of antinent riddled with corruption, poor
policies and leadership; all of which negate theettgpment of Africa. However, difficulty
begins, in defining “conflict countries” and posinglict reconstruction. The World Bank
defines “conflict country” as one that has recesttperienced widespread violence, or where
a main pre-occupation of the state is armed warfahere the state has failed, or where a
significant part of the population is engaged ime struggle with the stat® In the recent
past, South Sudan protracted violence determigestdttus as conflict prone. It is equally

important to define natural resources managements.

204 Gideon Bingo, Second Secretary, Embassy of SoutBadan, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene, August
25, 2014.
205 Kreimer A., Ericksson, et alThe World Bank Experience with Post Conflict Retonson,
(Washington: The World Bank; 1998), 2.
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Saginga et al defines it as,
the scientific and technical principle that forrhe tbasis of sustainable management
and governances of natural resources; e.g., Watet, soil, plants, and animals, with
concentration of effects of management on the tuafilife concerning both present
and future generatiorf&
Equally, definitions of governance vary dependimgtbe context. The World Bank, 2007
defines governance as the ways public officials pmblic institutions acquire and exercise
authority to provide public goods and services|uding basic services, infrastructure and a
sound investment climatd’ The Bank identifies three aspects of governancamely,
1.The form of the political regime; 2. The procégswhich authority is exercised in the
management of a country’s economic and social ressufor development and 3. The
capacity of government to design, formulate and lément policies and discharge
functions?°® Kaufmann et al defines governance as,
the customs and organizations exemplified in a tgumcluding processes by which
governments are selected and replaced, capacigoeérnment to formulate and
implement sound policies, esteem and regard forecis, and organizations that
determine socio-economic collaboratfdn.
“Management is the quintessential tool for develepti’™® Management sets the agenda for
governance. Yet, “governance problems are symptétsleeper issues of mismanagement
are normally complex and multifaceted. Southernla®is history illustrates decades of

subjugation, state control over resources and gavexe manipulation by the north. The two

civil wars after independence, [the first, 1955972, the second, 1983 — 2004] failed to

206 p C saginga, | Bekalo, and W.C Ochola, “Introthret in Managing Natural Resources for Development
in Africa: A Resource Bookds, P.C Saginga, | Bekalo, and W.C Ochola, (IDE0), 12.

207 Addis Ababa and Akongdit, Othowlmpact of Political Stability on Economic DevelopmeCase of
South Sudan (Indiana: AuthorHouse, 2013), 186.

298 bid.

299 bid.

219 Felix Moses Edoho, Management Challenges forcafiin the Twenty-first Century: Theoretical and
Applied Perspectives, (Greenwood Publishing Gr@®91), 5.

211 John Omenge, Chief Geologist, Ministry of Eneriggnya, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene" Zugust,
2014.
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provide long term solutions to the contentious éssuendering the management of oil in
Sudan nearly impossible to actualize. In mostmetienes, political influence was seen as
instrumental in the underdeveloped of the new S&uban. Efforts to address the noted
concerns resulted in various agreements, whilerotbgues of resource allocation and
management were not satisfactorily solved. SouttiaBuhas not enjoyed the privilege of
managing the oil as wished or expressed througlCta. Instead, South Sudan inherited

the problems of its former brother, Sudan, withexdgquate structures and polices in place.

The management of natural resources is also peggddcal traditions/customs, religious
edicts, national constitutions, and internationgteaments and obligatioA¥. It is also

pegged on the restructuring of all key sectors sigchealth, education, agriculture, financial
institutions, promotion of trade, public investmeantinfrastructure [roads, etc.], improving

business and investment environment through gowemstructures.

Whereas Geology and Mining professionals diffetttusy major threats of oil management in
Africa, including Southern Sudan and the new Sudhose interviewed for this research
asserted the three main impediments as corruptegkewed benefits, and political

interferences [with variations in terms of impoxtaff*® The secondary issues concerned
environmental degradation, lack of governance 8ires, lack of conducive environment
[the latter two of which breed corruption/tribaksdontent], poor energy policies or lack of
legal and regulatory frameworks [modernization mekdncluding inclusion of the local

content; inadequate capacity for the exploratioplatation, and development of natural

212 Abiodun Alao, “Natural Resource Management and HurBacurity in Africa”, inProtecting Human
Security in Africagds, Ademola Abass, (New York: Oxford Universitg$s, 2010), 104.

213 samuel Too, David Irungu, Mining Engineers, Minjsof Mining, Kenya, Interviewed by Caroline
Wanene, 18 and 18' August, 2014.
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resources, exploitation], and lack of market peatim [lack of pricing controlf** In
contrast, development and marketing of naturaluess was seen as by-products in the
resolution of economic challenges in Africa. Sugpfunds investment was also seen as
crucial for national development. Africa’s oil iroe can be utilized in this manner. A case in
point is the Norwegian Government Pension Fund-@8lok aims to invest abroad the
surplus of state income from Norway’s oil activitighrough shares and interest bearing

commercial papers?

Traditional oil companies have been viewed as tee mmperialists in Africa’s oil and
contributors to the “resource curse.” Howeverpiost recent times, there has been some
shift in the governance dialogue regarding the @tqtion of African states by oil companies
to the African politicians. This shift is seen ablame game in managing natural resources.
Thus, instead of referring to the “resource curggl’,companies see it as the “governance
curse.?'® Thus, the focus becomes one of governance as egpogesources. In doing so,
focus is also placed on governments and natioridgigad structures. Yet Andambi contends
the “resource curse” is based on greed as oppasethér factors. He sees this leading to
poverty, mismanagement of natural resources incAfrincluding Southern Sudan. He
contends that countries that discover oil waniwe beyond their means, while forgetting of
the other income viable sectors; e.g. agricultifeKinyua, a petroleum engineer, concurs.

He states that oil-rich countries such as SouthaBuequire exploring other development

214 Gideon Meilli [Mining Engineer; Ministry of Minig, Kenya], Hudson Andambi [Snr Principal
Superintending Geologist; Ministry of Energy andtrBleum, Kenya], and Daniel Ichangi [ Registered
Engineer; University of Nairobi, Kenya], Intervied/dy Caroline Wanene, August 18, 20, 21, 2014.

215 Janicke Rasmussen and Morten Huse, “Corporate@axice in Norway: Women and Employee Elected
Board Members”, irHandbook on International Corporate Governance: @oy Analyseseds. Christine A.
Mallin, (Massachusetts: Edward Elgar Publishindl, 20 133.

1% Nicholas Shaxson, “Oil, Corruption and the Reseu€urse”, International Affairs(Royal Institute of
International Affairs 1944- ), Vol. 83, No. 6, Afa and Security (Nov., 2007), 1125.

217 Andambi, Interview, August 20, 2014.
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options, including agriculture and oil reserve fenthe latter is exemplified in Norway’s

Government Pension Fund-Global.

Kinyua provides a three point solution to natuadll] fesource management,
value creation [extraction and optimization of ne®es], impact management
[understanding of money, relations, livelihoodstior@al industries, employment
opportunities] and revenue management [revenueeatmh methodologies and
auditing, national investment avenues, and mitigadf the “oil curse”f
Kai, non-governmental personnel, notes that althotltere have been some areas of
improvement in relation to oil production and sate, manageability, however, is largely
dependent on its transit route through Khartounis Téads to mismanagement of the oil in
relation to theft. He calls for the transparencyodforiented policies, one way of which
would include providing the host community with oévenue percentage and safeéfy East
Africa, including South Sudan also requires invesin capacity building and exploration of

technology [the latter within geological paramelers an attempt to de-emphasize the

resource curse or poor resource managerffént.

4.3 Other Issues

4.3.1 Pending Issues from the Comprehensive Pegtgreement

The CPA had a six year interim period, with inctusdf a referendum. The Comprehensive
Peace Agreement [CPA] provided provisions for depelent. The government of Sudan and

government of South Sudan initiated measures taeaddthe CPA guidelines, either

218 Michael Kinyua, Petroleum Engineer, National Odrporation, Kenya, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene,
September 9, 2014.
219 James Kai, Capacity Development Officer, Pact!$@udan, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene, September

12, 2014. Kai's work involves extensive conflicttigation trainings.

220 Christopher Nyamai, Chairman: Department of GggidJniversity of Nairobi, Interviewed by Caroline
Wanene, August 21, 2014
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separately or collectively. Some measures by theemgonent of South Sudan include the
formation of the National Council for Disarmamememobilization and Reintegration
(DDR) targeting ex-combatants, establishment olegoment ministries, and national healing

and reconciliation initiative, 2011 [dissolved ldtamongst others.

In addition, there is need to consider the issueremfovery [of relationships — e.g.,
reconciliation, attitudinal change through sociian geared by civil socieff, or
reconstruction [physical reconstruction [roads,pitads, schools, etc]. This is partly due to
the intricate relationship between governance amaddrship, which are tied to the
developmental patterns of the country. Both semasgous roles, including the rehabilitation
and restoration of fallen states. In the case aitl®rn Sudan, both reconstruction and
recovery are equally important. The managementairal based resources, be it over cattle
routes, land, water and oil require re-dreSaginga asserts that the management of natural
resources require integrated, multi-sectoral, modiitutional, multi-stakeholder, and inter-
disciplinary approache&? The approaches require reflecting the realitietherground, even

if adopted form other forums. Varying stakeholdersig on board differing abilities that if

used properly, provide credence to natural resamaeagement.

The problem, however, centers on poor perceptiaesdurce management. The other issues
centers on poor policy formulation, implementatiomnitoring and evaluation. Poverty is
also a determinant of poor natural resource maneagerhhis de-limits national development
efforts. Thus, political good will and concertedogfs from all stakeholders, including the

civil society, investment partners and citizenryrégjuired. Gideon Bingo asserts that the

221 Anderson, K. & Rieff, D. “Global Civil Society’A Sceptical View, inGlobal Civil Society 2004/5ds,
M. Glasius, M. Kaldor, & H. Anheier, (London: SaBablications Ltd, 2005), 28-29.
222 Op cit, Saginga, Bekalo, and Ochola, 40.
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CPA issues provide room for problem solving in areBborder disputes and territorial rights
[Abyei].?* In addition, the absence of effective legislatumeministrative structure, and

security apparatus in Southern Sudan provides f@ormisuse and misdirection in matters
of resource management and conflict alleviationhisTleads to a closer scrutiny of the
national agenda and direction of the country intliof its developmental track record, despite

Southern Sudan’s new independent state.

The rule of law, electoral processes and instihaticcapacity building are some of the key
areas of interest by non-state actors in post wbrgbvernance and leadership. However,
governance is best supported where national igeatid ownership is upheld. Arguably,
South Sudan is a country grappling with securiggig-economic, political and identity
issues, which undermine the progressive stepkéstan development. The December 15,
2013 alleged coup d'etat in Juba, for example, eserio negate good governance and

effective post conflict reconstruction and develept{PCRD].

China’s non-interference policy in Africa, partiadly South Sudan and Sudan excludes itself
from matters of sovereignty [governance, adminigtrd but includes itself in trade. China’s
initial “hands off” approach to the Darfurian atities negated conflict resolution at the
expense of oil exports. This view ultimately chathgln addition, China’s mediation in the
2012 stalemate over oil pipelines between north@outh Sudan provided a different angle

to the geo-politics of the three states, with aeroding interest still being one of trade.

22 Gideon Bingo, Second Secretary, Embassy of Southedan in Kenya, Interviewed by Caroline Wanene,
August 25, 2014.
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The South Sudan’s governance and leadership maeeglgres conceptualisation, for the
absence of effective policies or legislature, pdevioom for abuse and invitation to conflicts,
including natural based resources. Thus, transtbamal leadership is of consideration due
to the concept of co-ownership of leadership. As$ fheriod in time, South Sudan balances
two fronts: the subdued profile of the citizenryl@adership and the glaring profile of the
government. A balance requires to be created whw@nership and tenets of transformational
leadership are understood, owned and practicaligddn the restructuring of state. This
requires concrete opportunities where citizens participate, contribute, criticise and

develop, thereby providing ownership to their count

4.3.2 Oil Reserves vs. Oil Depletion

Are measures been taken by African oil rich stateseserve oil for future use or are olil
depletion more evident in the continent? Oil is ditgally charged commodity and the
primary source of global energy supplies. Oil mduntries count on the amount of oil in use
and reserve, yet depletion underrates the statas, gdfarticularly where poor energy policies
exist. Economic booms such as the one witnessélaeimid-2000s, provides opportunities
for oil-available African countries to produce aswll, thereby inviting development. Devlin
and Ranawera argue that the economic boom in Ainicaid 2000s aided African countries,
including those of Sub Sahara. The noted regiodshd8% of worlds proven reserves outside
of the Middle East, of which are exerted to gereratnet present value of U.S $300
billion.??* They argue that the economic boost is tempordingafor the reservation of
resources. Given the uneven balance of trading poieican states require tools to aid

steady development and fight exploitation as exdiaglin trade agreements. Of the three

224 Jjulian Devin, Michael Lewin, and ThilankaratnanBaeera, “Harnessing Oil Windfalls for Growth ireth
African Region”, inAfrica at a Turning Point: Growth, Aid, and Exteifrhocks Volume 955, eds. Delfin S.
Go, John M. Pag, (Washington: World Bank Publiczgid®2008), 375 — 376
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types of oil markets, new, mature, and declinindricd requires regulating new oil
discoveries and fiscal management of the same.cle of South Sudan is no exception.
Independence of the country has not produced tastiutions to oil depletion. Oil depletion

is curtailed by oil discoveries, including managetr@ractices that strengthen legislation

4.4 Conclusion

This chapter sought to provide an understandinth@fmerging and secondary issues of oil
politics with reference to the role of China in 8wmrn Sudan. Key issues discussed
involved, pending issues from the Comprehensivec®esgreement, the role of history

management of natural resources, oil and armedlictsnin Sudan/South Sudan. Also

discussed were oil-centred conflicts, geopolita@kreserves vs. oil depletion, conflict: greed

Vs. grievance.

The chapter also dealt in this chapter was the lmmga of political, social and economic
relations between the two noted states that comtiowestabilize the oil industry. In so doing
the research attempted to provide an analysiseottherging issues of oil politics in South

Sudan.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, KEY FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATI ONS

5.1 Summary

Chapter one provided the introduction of the stidiight of the variables of research. The
justification of the research was drawn from then@ls non-interference policy in light of
politics of oil in Africa, including Southern Sudafhe literature review focused on key
aspects of oil politics through the discussionhef §eo-politics, Sino-Africa relations, Sudan-

Southern Sudan relations and history.

Chapter two provides an account of the history ofléh and Southern Sudan, given the
interconnectedness of politics and economics. diifsewith background information about
the Sudan, followed by the significance of thelonvars, Comprehensive Peace Agreement,
2005 and Sino —Africa and Sino - Southern Sudaatiogis. A summary of the text is also

provided at the end of the chapter.

Chapter three provides an understanding of Chifma&ign policy, types of decision making
processes involved, and China’s foreign policyvafee in Africa. The chapter also analyses
these and similar concepts in light of oil diplompaenergy demands, oil politics, and
consumption. It looks at the current debates ondlomacy while drawing comparative

notes on the United States, China, Sudan and Southelan.

Chapter four seeks to analyse key emerging isstieg politics, with regards to Southern
Sudan and China. This is extracted from primary aedondary data collection, while

considering the objectives of the study. Also déssead was the role of China’s non-
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interference policy and oil diplomacy in Africa, tvispecific reference to Sino- Sudan, Sino-
Southern Sudan relations. An analysis of the teoktee management of natural resources
and conflicts in Southern Sudan was also highlidhtaecluded also was an examination of
the impact of oil production and importation in 8wern Sudan’s political and economic

developmental future.

5.2 Key Findings

At the start of this research, the researcher doaghunderstanding of contextualised
materials on the subject particularly as they pert@a Southern Sudan. Although significant
volume of literature is available on Sudan, indigant volumes exist regarding policy

formulation, natural resource management, energgagement in Southern Sudan. The
general assumption is that Southern Sudan’s histanydates literature focus, yet arguably it
is imperative for more local content in resourcétigs and management, including conflict

management.

The hypotheses identified at the start of thisasde stated that oil serves as a political and
economic tool for China, Sudan and Southern Sud&e. second hypothesis states that
armed and protracted conflicts contribute to thdewndevelopment of states despite policy
formulation and abundance of natural resourcesudiat oil, while the third hypothesis

states that poor policy formulation and implementaion the petroleum sector has causal

effects on the management and control of natusalnees, including oil.

The investigation revealed a link between armedliocts and resources, where the former
serves as a tool for aggrandisement, control, nudatipn. These aides in the sale and

proliferation of small arms, of which, results ibuedance in post war periods, leading to
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insecurity and readiness for war. Disarmament, O®ization and Re-integration therefore
becomes nearly impossible to accomplish withouhgisitommunity based education, re-
deployment, and reconciliation. Arguably, the msed-in post conflict society is rather
fragile. The case of the South Sudan’s 2013 cadandi@ previous ones begs the question
whether conflict or war is an inherent issue. Neftican Magazine states the issue is not
based on notion of DNA but on the environment ofest® As a result, the resumption of
war is evident in times of threat, political andeadbgical struggles. Thus, conflict

transformation or management is imperative fatingssolutions.

The Sino-Africa relations provide a dichotomy ofterests, positions, politics and
arrangements that to date, have been both consiaveand supportive. China’s foreign
policy is based on five principles with the overaflenda of meeting national interests. Its
partnerships in Africa, including Southern Sudareg bquestions regarding Africa’s
complacency of governance, resource managementarilict management, established by
default or intent. Questions regarding poor poficiveak institutions, poor leadership

dominate sectoral and national development, allgwiom for closer scrutiny.

It is argued that China’s growing interests in Afrimay suffocate resource management if
economic packages are devoid of revenue and resowmoagement mechanisms. Arguably,
China’s non-interference policy does not intermavith domestic affairs, yet, responsibility
of resource is still crucial. The parameters areéwer, controversial. Interestingly, Africa
prefers the “Beijing Consensus” as opposed to théashington Consensus” based on

necessity of legitimacy, and freedoms, although Mfaggon still maintains strong relations

225 Baffour Ankomah, “Southern Sudan Why Peace ResBinsive”, inNew African (August/September
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with Africa. China’s history, interests and econorpartnerships has endeared it to Africa,
allowing for easy access to developmental trendi® folitical and economic influence of
China in Africa is set to continue and subsequerdBtermine the governance of natural
resources in Africa. Thus, Africa oil states andratrequire addressing issues of investment,
governance and management of natural resourceseaodrce based conflicts. The strengths
of African states, including South Sudan will betée enhanced through effective policy
formulation, paradigm shifts [that accommodate n&wms of energy security and
development], and effective leadership in foreigeations. Equally South Sudan’s,

governance models require moving from a militazistine to a transformational one.

5.3 Conclusions

The work attempted to provide an analysis of the ob China in Southern Sudan. It looks at
concepts such as resource based conflicts, fopatioy and energy policy. It also provided
an analysis of the role of politics of oil. The $ohof Realism was utilized as the main
theoretical framework in light of the concepts gmactices of states, geopolitics, power
relations. In so doing, the work highlighted tleeasnble and interest over natural resources
including oil and gas, and the subsequent impbecatifor resource-rich African countries
with their global neighbors. The work also highligth the significant role of governance,
Africa’s position in global politics of oil. As a ay to resolving power imbalances and
resource imbalances, a number of recommendationrs wevided. Four included the
urgency for conflict transformation, policy formtitan, citizenry ownership of South Sudan,
and economic and institutional diversity of the iy, enabling a re-focus of its strengths

into other non-threatening avenues of development.
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5.4 Recommendations

The information obtained in this study is indicatief suggestions and recommendations of
the oil sector. It represents a summation of recenuations in key areas of oil politics, with
reference to South Sudan. The recommendations r@semged in light of post conflict

reconstruction and development concept.

Transformational leadership and conflict transfaioraare key concepts to consider in light
of the political, social and economic history ofuBwern Sudan. Whereas the two concepts
and practices are crucial in post conflict socgtig is equally imperative to provide a
foundational basis. Conflict transformation aimsctwange or convert conflict into viable
means of peace, leading to the sustainability ecpeand development. The need for South
Sudan to undertake this is an understatement. &#yig process is the individuals paradigm

shift [mindset] in matters of conflict, violencedpeace.

According to the African Union, post conflict re@ruction and development [PCRD] refers
to a comprehensive set of measures that seek tesaithe needs of countries emerging from
conflict, including the needs of affected populatiprevent the escalation of disputes, avoid
relapse into violence, address the root causesrdfict, and consolidate sustainable pe#e.
The New Partnership for Africa's Development [NERABfers to the same as a complex
system that provides for short, medium and longntprograms to prevent dispute from
escalating, avoid a relapse into violent conflend to build and consolidate sustainable

peace’?’

*?®African Union,Policy on Post-Conflict Reconstruction and Devetept (Addis: Conflict Management

Division, Peace and Security Department, @@sion of the African Union, 2006), 4.
. NEPAD, African Post-Conflict Reconstruction Framewpo(KEPAD Secretariat: Governance, Peace and
Security Programme: 2005), 5-6.
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Post conflict reconstruction and development iciedufor South Sudan. The independence
of South Sudan emerged at a time when multipolauiypolarity were at play; the three still

are. These aspects have an impact on oil develdpameihgovernance in South Sudanin

the case of South Sudan, PCRD is crucial, for tr@dance of recurring conflicts. Crucial

also is the creation of democratic institutionsabgdization of the peace process, and
addressing root causes of conflicts/establishmérdgooial justice foundations. The latter

three are specified by NEPAD. Thus, the develognagyenda of South Sudan requires
reconstructing the constitutional, social and pdit economic domains as exemplified

through the following ideas:

The current Transitional Constitution begs a rgratient in light of the realities of South
Sudan as a post conflict society. The developmeéatfall constitution of South Sudan is a
prerequisite into the development of other natiopalices and Acts. This includes an
understanding and adoption of contextualized agetiua are indicative of the present and
future direction of the country. Critical will beha Bill of Rights, natural resources,

environment, and leadership, amongst others.

Economic development based on surplus funds resgsreeucial in the investment of oil
revenue for South Sudan. Lessons from the Norwe@mrernment Pension Fund are key in
understanding the oil investments in thé' 2&ntury, yet bearing the contextualization of the
economic realities. Economic management and pdtoyulation are intricately connected

to funds’ investments.

Regulatory development and monitoring, specificalbpolicy formulation, revision and

implementation are equal prerequisites in SouthaBuds all reflect the democratization
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process both at the institutional level and comityulével. The expected outcome of the
three will be translated into institutional re-chefig and restructuring that elevates democracy
over other forms of undesirable political rule. K@ylicies include foreign policy and energy
policy. Both sets will determine its course based lostory, existing foreign relations,

regionalism, geo-politics, and security.

Good governance structures of public resource,udtic natural resources is equally
important, both for standardization and safeguardifh resources. The creation of reserve
funds, [based on oil and aimed at securing econstréngths for the future], monitoring and
evaluation and assessments instruments of chaegdrae tools for consideration. Political
goodwill, anti-corruption measures and prosecutidnpersons found exercising corrupt
practices are supportive essentials. Reconstructbngovernment organs, including
ministries and human resources are the other mesmgweeded in the practice of good

governance. Electoral processes [in the selecfigood leaders] are also important.

Citizenry ownership of South Sudan is equally int@ot. Although there are numerous ways
in which this is achievable, one is through therfation of a strong, democratically infused
society national cohesion based on the principlesapnciliation and recovery. Exercises of
sensitization, job creation, tertiary and univergitiucation, and parliamentary representation
are key in actualizing the noted. The current dispéion in South Sudan is instrumental, for

it is still undergoing post conflict ramificatiomsd self-identification processes.

Diversification of the national economy bases igngicant, as 98% of South Sudan’s
economy is based on oil. Agricultural developmergquires consideration. The

diversification would ease the tensions and catsflicreated within the oil industry both
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within and along its borders. Foreign investmenii$ e equally crucial based on country
confidence, institutional development, peace, écinfhanagement measures, and reciprocal
investments. Conflict management measures willughel the utilization of early warning
apparatus, intensive disarmament, demobilizatiod agintegration [DDR], oil benefit
sharing, and the internationalization of oil deysh@nt yet within controllable parameter of

Southern Sudan; e.g. refinery development, Lappeatidor Project.

5.5 Further Areas of Research

In an attempt to expand the research topic, thidystsuggests the following areas for further
research; governance of natural resources in EfgtaA human security in South Sudan,
role of ethnic conflicts in natural resource basedflicts, policy implications of regional oil

infrastructural projects [ e.g LAPSSET, and futprejects].
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