


6 |40 180 0.409 0.23 0.399 0.213 0.412 0.237
7*| 70 120 0.402 0.173 0.399 0.171 0.388 0.164
8 | 100 120 0.406 0.204 0.368 0.165 0.409 0.216
9% 70 120 0.402 0.191 0.399 0.19 0.388 0.188
1 |40 120 0.409 0.254 0.399 0.222 0.412 0.259
2 70 180 0.402 0.193 0.399 0.19 0.388 0.183
1
Table 12: Absorbance data for DPPH antioxidant activityJsinea (Erica arborea)
Methanol | Extract | Control | Sample | Control | Sample | Control | Sample
concentra | ion Absorba | Absorba | Absorba | Absorba | Absorba | Absorba
tion (%) |time nce nce nce nce nce nce
n%: (min) (trial 1) (trial 2) (trial 3)
12 |70 120 0.402 0.106 0.399 0.102 0.388 0.093
2 |100 60 0.406 0.159 0.368 0.138 0.409 0.162
100 180 0.406 0.137 0.368 0.12 0.409 0.143
4 |70 180 0.402 0.126 0.399 0.123 0.388 0.114
50 | 70 120 0.402 0.108 0.399 0.096 0.388 0.092
6 |70 60 0.402 0.156 0.399 0.153 0.388 0.15
7 |40 180 0.409 0.182 0.399 0.173 0.412 0.185
40 120 0.409 0.188 0.399 0.175 0.412 0.188
100 120 0.406 0.131 0.368 0.112 0.409 0.142
100| 70 120 0.402 0.095 0.399 0.09 0.388 0.084
11 | 40 60 0.409 0.246 0.399 0.229 0.412 0.247

Table 13: Absorbance data for TPC assay of the optimum extraction condition

Sample Name Absorbance Absorbance Absorbance (trial
(trial 1) (trial2) 3)

Usnea (Hagera abyssinica) 0.686 0.69 0.684

Usnea (Hypericum revolum) 0.483 0.474 0.474

Usnea (Erica arborea) 0.529 0.533 0.524
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Abstract
The rise of China in Africa has become a significant topic in both academic and policy circles.

While much of the literature emphasizes China's economic interests, particularly access to
resources, this study contends tdtina's engagement extends beyasdnomics, serving to

expand its geopolitical influence and counterbalance Western domin@hise.study used
Ethiopia-China relations as a case study. Accordingly, the overall objective was to examine the
geopolitical determinants of Ethiop@hina relaibns in the context of the pe$091 Horn of

Africa (HoA). To achieve this, | adopted a qualitative research approach and collected data from

both primary and secondary sourc@e findings are as follows: 1iplomatic Gateway
(WKLRSLD Diposatic IhetDnhating key regional and international ogdioins, acts as

D VWUDWHILF HQWU\ SRLQW IRU &KL Qbighas@dtsriyRivoRdddedd DQG |
&KLQDYV VXFFHVV LQ $IULFD EXW DOVR EURXahaMesvibt JQLILFI
Ethiopia through deeper bilateral ties. R¢gional Influence (WKLRSLDYV LQGHSHQGH!
prominent role in African diplomacy allow China to project its influence and counter adversaries

in the HAA, which Ethiopia has leveraged to strengtfie internal stability and regional standing.

3) Mutual Support on Global Platform& KLQD EHQHILWYV IURP (WKLRSLD DQG
global reforms and resisting Western pressures, while Ethiopia and Africa rely on China to help
mitigate external dticisms and pressuregl) GovernanceModel Alignment The Ethiopian
JRYHUQPHQWTVY DGRSWLRQ RI &KLQDTVY GHYHORSPHQWDO VYV
promoting its model across Africa, thereby significantly strengthening EthiGhiaa relations

5) Strategic Partnership in Developmen( WKLRSLDfV QHHG IRU UHOLDEOH SDL
DIJHQGD DOLJQV VHDPOHVVO\ ZLWK &KLQDfV *R 2XW) VWUDW
Security Partnershipfo protect its overseas interestsueter Western accusations of being an
irresponsible global actor, and enhance its military capacity, China began partnering with key
actors in the HoA and Africa. Ethiopia emerged as a key partner due to its anchor position, military
strength, andtabilising role in the subegiont D SDUWQHUVKLS WKDW DOVR DOLJC(
interestsgiven its vulnerability as a country located at the heart of a copfimte region. These
geopolitical factors forged a close partnership between the two stag@sma@liheir positions on

various national, regional, and international issues. The study illustrates this through two case
studiest the Nile/GERD dispute and the Northern Ethiopia conflibbth of which became
geopolitical battlegrounds for competing glopalvers. While the West backed Egypt in the first

XVi



case and the TPLF in the second, China largely supported the Ethiopian government in both
instances. In conclusion, Ethiop&@hina relations are shaped not only by economic interests but,
more significantly by geopolitical consideratign

Keywords Ethio-Chinarelations; West; diplomatic gateway; regional influence; mutual support;
developmental state model; geopolitics; Nile; GERD, Northern Ethiopia Conflict.
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Chapter @e: Introduction

1.1 Background
This study deals with Ethi€hinese relations. The ascendancy of China in Africa in general and

Ethiopia in particular has become the cerdf academic and policy discourse. Scholars and
SROLF\PDNHUV KDYH H[DPLQHG &KLQDYV EDVLF GULYLQJ LQW
Africa? To address this question, the bulk of studies on Shinea relations reveal that more

than anything ® VH &KLQDfV ILUVW DQG IRUHPRVW LQWHUHVW LQ {
et al., 2008; Tull, 2006; Dollar, 2016; Nyadera et al., 2021; Pollock, 2007; Ursu and Berg, 2018;
ContekRMorgan, 2018; Hanauer & Morris, 2014). Many studies agree thatfi’ HFRQRPLF
interess are defined in terms, basically, of access to natural resources. It is undeniable that
economic factors play a critical role in ChiAfrica relations. However, other geopolitical goals

China has in Africa have received less attentrequiring further investigation. This study argues
WKDW &KLQDYfV LQWHUHVW LQ $IULFD LV QRW OLPLWHG WR W
FRXQWHULQJ WKH :HVWYV LQIOXHQFH RQ WKH FRQWLQHQW D
rivalry with the West notably theUnited StatesUS). Accordingly, this study intends to use
EthiopiaChina relations as a case to demonstrate this point. Given the prevailing refouece

arguments, Ethiopia makes an interesting ¢asshow the geopoWWLFDO GLPHQVLRQ RI
engagement in Afrigaas it is a country witlery limited identified strategic resour¢asich as

gas and mineralyet enjoying a higher level of partnership with China.

Many studies have been conducted on Hila&hina relatons (see Venkataraman and Gamora,

2009; Cabestan, 2012; Shinn, 2014; Adem, 202042b; Ziso, 201,82020;Venkataraman and

Mebrie, 2015; Gamora and Mathews, 2010; Thakur, 2009). Howevege stedies have
predominantly focused on describing the econodimmensios of Ethipiaa & KLQDYV ELODWH
relations. Most studies focus on trade, investment, and loan relations and their resultant
contributiors to job creation, technology transfer, and revenue generation, among others. In so
doing, manystudies attribigd Chinese attraction to Ethiopia to the fact that Ethiopia has a huge
market given its huge consumer population and access to the American and European markets
through theAfrican Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA) arteverything but Arms(EBA),

respectiely. However, most studies have been limited to economic considerations. | do share their
LGHD WKDW HFRQRPLF IDFWRUV SDUWLFXODUO\ (WKLRSLDT
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alternative source of support for Ethiopia’'s development programs, glaypartant role in Ethie
China relations. However, the factors for Chithiopia relations are multivariate. In addition to

the economic factors, geopolitical factors are also equally, if not predominantly, important.

Some of these studies (particularGabestan, 2012; Adem, 2012b; Shinn, 2014; Thakur, 2009;
Tesfaye, 2020have tried to raise Ethiopia's anomalyrésourcedriven ChinaAfrica relations.

These researchers mention that Ethiopia is politically and geostrategically significant for China to
realise its foreign policy objectives. There is a tacit agreement that the exponentially increasing
multipronged Ethier& KLQD UHODWLRQV DUH DWWULEXWDEOH WR &K|
population, strong military power, artie hosting of internatial institutions, including the

African Union (AU) and the United Nations Economic Commission for Africa (UNECA), with

their considerable African convening power. However, these studies suffer from a very similar
blemish, emanating from the inability to dmeyond the mere mention of such geopolitical
variables. Once indicating the geopolitical facidisese studies remain trapped by the same
drawbacks encountered by studies focusing merely on the economic aspects EthBipian

bilateral relations. Notably, Aaron Tesfaye attempted to go slightly further. He starts with a very

nice framing of EthieChina relations IRFXVLQJ RQ WKH IRUPHUYYV SROLWLFDC
but culminaing in the same pitfallsStrauss (2020389) has rightly affirmed this by stating that
atKRXJK 7HVID\HTV VWXG\ RSHQV ZLWK WKH DUJXPHQW WKD
SROLWLFDO WKDQ HFRQRPLF D JRRG GHDO RI ZKDW 7HVID\
around ChinéthiopiaedRQRPLF UHODWLRQV -

It follows, thereforethat this literature suffers fromit least the following limitationg=irstly, at

least to the best of my reading and understanding of the literature, the prevailing studies are more
descriptive and economic in tuae and have failed to provide sufficient emphasis on the
geopolitical factors behind the close relationship between the two countries. Thearefordsa

need for further research devoted to such an overlooked aspect of bilateral relations and to add
some knowledge to this scant literature, which is where this study comes in. | argue that
JHRSROLWLFDO IDFWRUV FRQVLGHUDEO\ H[SODLQ &KLQDYV Z
African country with very limited identified gas and minerel®cond), besides the lack of

emphasis, those limited studies mentioned above (Cabestan, 2012; Adem, 2012b; Shinn, 2014;
7TKDNXU 7THVID\H FRQVLGHU (WKLRSLDfV SROLWLF



investment in Africa, thereby overlooking its imparte for China to project its power and
LQIOXHQFH LQ WKH +R$ $IULFD DQG FR X QayithlucontiKart, aHlv WV G
beyond.Thirdly, as many of them were conducted a decade ago, they have left various new
geopolitical developments in thdorn of Africa (HoA) in generaland Ethiopia in particular,
unexamined. Here, we can mention the Grand Ethiopian Renaissanc&B&D)(controversy

and the Northerithiopia conflict.Therefore, this studgxamines the differences and similarities
betweenWestern and Chinese engagement in the conflict in Northern Ethiopia and Nile/lGERD
geopolitics as a castudy to demonstrate the geopolitical determinants of EZhioa relations.

This particular case vividly showke rivalry ofthe great powers to ast¢heir dominance in
geopolitically significant Ethiopia-ourthly, none of them has employed geopolitical theoretical
lenses to provide a systematic and clear picture of how geopolitical features have influeneed Ethio
China relations and thus suffer fraheoretical blurring.

1.2 Problem statement
China has a strong relationship with Ethiopia, similar to other HoA countries. During the Haile

Selassie and Mengistu regimes, China had moderate relations with Ethiopjiae€asse of Haile

Selassie's inclinationwsard WKH :HVW DQG VHFRQG OHQJLVWXYV DOOLD
allied foreign policyduring the Cold War environment. However, Ethie@iaina relations entered

a new phase and strengthened following th& Blcv VLRQ WR SRZHU RI WKH (WK
Revolutionary Democratic Front (EPRDF) in 1991. The year 1995 was a watershed when the
Ethiopian government decided to balance its relationship with the West by resorting to the East,
notablyto China. This was fther cemented after the 2005 national election,nthe EPRDF

boldly declared its adherence to the Chinese developmental state model, which was warmly
welcomed by the lattgiCabestan, 2012). Hencefortlthiopia and China managed n@intain

strong ecoamic, political, and security relations. China has a special engagement with Ethiopia,
FRQVLGHULQJ (WKLRSLD D QXFOHXV IRU WKH %HOW DQG 5RL
WR HDUQ LWV JRRGZLOO:- +HVV trading&p@itr@m biladéral WKL R S
creditor, and investmensource. Ethiopia ranks as the thitighest recipient of Chinese
development aid globallfCarmody and Murphy, 2022/Ethiopia is seen as a unique partner. At

the Beijing Summit, the Forum for Chi#rica CooperatiofFOCAC), Hu Jintao announced a

number of policy measures to furtheraperation with African countries, and Ethiopia was the

RQO\ FRXQWU\ WR EHQHILW IURP Zkna hed aldbkodd -backikdthieX U
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Ethiopian position irinternational forums such as the United Nations Security Council (UNSC)

deliberation over th&ERDissue (Saied, 2022) and the Northern Ethiopia conflict (Worley, 2022).

In addition, Ethiopia enjoys thhighest tier of partnership rankings callad fAll-Weather

Strategic Partnership ZKLFKWKW KLJKHVW OHYHO RI UHODWLRQV &KLQ
1DQWXO\D +DLURQJ DQG 6DXWPDQ UHYHDOHG

much affected by either the 2020 global pandemic or tiKELRSLDQ FLYLO ZDU- WKHLU

its commitment to the level of engagement with Ethiopia.

Notwithstanding this special relationship, unlike many African countries, Ethiopia has very limited
identified gas and minerals, and no seaptarattract China. Therefore, in the absence of identified
strategic resources such as oil and other minerals and an outlet to th& §eB,W H C8i6eB L Q V
(WKLRSLDYVY FORVH UHODWLRQVKLS"YT UHPDLQV D SX]]IOLQJ T
literature discussed in the background section is confined to economic justifi¢atige market

and cheap labourSome of them try to make geopolitical claims, but thagdly go further to

prove or explaithem Building on their claim, | contend than, the absence of identified strategic
resources that China desperately needs in Africa, there are much more important geopolitical
reasons for its engagement in Ethiopia than the ecormme®: This study, thereforggesbeyond
economic drivers and grpfes with the geopolitical determinants of Ethiof@aina relations in

the context of the pogt991 HoA conundrum.

+RZHYHU LW LV ZRUWK XQGHUVWDQGLQJ WKDW &KLQDTYTV HFI
continent/Ethiopia are inextricably intertked. Consequently, this studipesnot leave out the

economic drivers butiges due consideration to other geopolitical variables that have received
comparatively less attention in existing literature concerning GhBihepia relations. In this
context,Ethic & KLQ DV HFR QR Pik scriti@sddfbrh® geQpalitical or power politics
perspective, rather than merely focusing on its descriptive trade, investment, and aid transactions,

as is commonly done in prevailing studies. Therefore, a comprebdramework that integrates

economic, political, and security dimensions offers the most accurate portrayal ofEiimaia

relations. Byso doing it contributes to the existing scdi¢rature on Chindethiopia geopolitics.



1.3 Scope

China has engaged almost all African countries, with varying degrees of economic penetration.
This study focusson Ethiopia (EthieChina relations). However, it considehe broader HoA
geopolitics for comparative purposes while analysing the determinants of China's special
relationship with Ethiopia. The study is limited to the pt@®1 period, which witnessed the
beginning of the intensification of Chirferica relatins, although it referred briefly to the historic

geopolitical relations which shaped and impacted present relations.

1.4 Rationale

| chose the geopolitical dimension of the Ethie@iaina relationship because it is an anomaly to
the generally held perceptiohat the ChingAfrica relationship is economic, mainly trade and
natural resourceriven. Such an anomaly emanates from the fact that Ethiopia is a country with
very limited identified strategic resourcget enjoy a special partnership with China. Thenef,

an integrated economic, political, and security framework informs the ambit of-Ethiapia

relations.

1.5 Objectives of the study

The overall objective of this study is to examine the geopolitical determinants of EtGioipia
relations in the contéof the post1991 HoA. It goes beyond the economic drivers of Ethiopia
&KLQD HQIJDIJHPHQW WR H[SORUH (WKLRSLDYfV JHRSROLWLFD

specific objectives of this study are to:

1. Analyse the historical development of EtHzhina relations in the context thfe HOA.

2. Investigate the geopolitical factors influencing pp891 EthieChina relations.

3. Analyse the security drivers of pe$B91 EthieChina relations.

4. Compare and contrast th¢estern and Chinese engagement with Ethiopia, using the

conflict in Northern Ethiopia anNile/GERD geopolitics as cases in point.

1.6 Research questions
This study tries to answer the grand questiWhat are the geopolitical determinants of pb891

Ethio-China relations? What geopolitical significance does Ethiopia have for China, and vice

versa? To this end, the study addessise following subquestions:
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1. What has the historical development of Etfiibina relations looked like in the context of
theHoA?

2. What are the geopolitical factors influencing p©881 EthieChina relations?

3. What are the security drivers of pd€991 EthieChina relations?

4. As a case to demonstrate the aforementioned determinants ofCHiinia relations, the
study probes thallied question: what are the differences and similarities between Western
and Chinese engagement with Ethiopia, notably the conflict in Northern Etlaodia
Nile/GERD geopolitic8

1.7 Methodology
Social realities are the result of our actiowhich, in tun, are the resultf our perceptions and

attitudes. Therefore, we must examine our perceptions and attitudes in understanding the social
world. The best methodology that fits this ontological assumptithreigualitative methodology.

This is because, asalvson (2007) noted, it helps usderstand the attitudes, behaviour, and
experiences through interviews and focus group discussions. Qualitative methodology is vital for
addressing people's underlying feelings, thoughts, motives, and desires (Kothaxi,l2a36

KHOSV 1t XQFRYHU WKH PHDQLQJ ZH JLYH WR WKLQJV LQGLYLG
affecting our consequent actions. Given the subjectivist orientation of the research, this
methodology is vitalas it enables me to explain or emstand social phenomena in their contexts

(Ritchie and Lewis, 2003).

0 R U HRY hvbat' WieH and 'why' research questions can lbesinsweredsing a qualitative
approach (Ritchie and Lewis, 2003). This study intends to addnese question®n the
geopolitical determinants of pe$091 EthieChina relations. Therefore, due to the nature of the
research questions and the subjectivist ontological assumption underpinning the study, a
gualitative methodology is chosen intentionally as the best duiidiee collection and analysis of

data.

1.7.1Methods of Data Collection

| used primary and secondary sources gather the necessary data fois tetudy. Hence, the

methods of data collectiomereinterviews and document analysis.



Primary datawere collectedthrough interviews. | usesemistructured, opeended interviews

that allow for flexibility depending on the circumstances awlKH LQWHUYLHZHHVY UHV
instrument best fits my underlying ontological assumptamit pays a pivotal role in exploring
participants' attitudes, feelings, experiences, and belaaad thus makes sense of the multiple
realities of the issues under consideratibnconducted interviews with individuals from
government institutions, think s, academic orgasations, and diplomatic missions. These
included the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MoFA), the Institute of Foreign Affairs (IFA), the
Ethiopian Investment Commission (EIC), the Policy Studies Institute (PSI), the Institute for Peace
and Security Studies (IPSS), the Institute for Security Studies (ISS), the Center for Dialogue,
Research and Cooperation (CDRC), the Chinese Embassy, Oslo New University College, the
Elliott School of International Affairs, William Paterson University, and @t&. Michelsen
Institute (CMI).

Although all informants contributed to all research questions, those rissearch cergs and
universities primarily provided broader insights into the geopolitics of the HoA. This dimension

is particularly important, as RLQDYfYV HQJDJHPHQW LQ (WKLRSLD LV EHVW
geopolitical context of the HOA. These informants offered perspectives on how great powers have
competed over the region in general, and Ethiopia in particular. Their input was espeltiathjeva

in analysing the geopolitical dynamics of the WeShina power alignment in relation to the

conflict in Northern Ethiopia and the Nile/GERD issUéis is to say nothing of their role in

dealing with the remaining research questiomisich the respf the informants predominantly

address. Those from the MoFKcA, EIC, PSI, andChinese Embassyerevital sources of data

for the basic politicaleconomi¢and security drivers of Ethi€hina relations.

| also reliedVLIJQLILFDQWO\ RQ VHFRQGDU\ GDWD WR DGGUHVV Wi
secondary sources such as books, journal articles, reports, minutes, newspapers, and the Internet
to substantiate the data gathered from primary sources. Documentargssalmost single

handedly enabled me to address the first three chapters: the introduction, the conceptual and
theoretical framework, and the historical development of Eillima relations. They also

continued to be crucial data sources, together widri@ws, for the remaining chapters.



As noted in the document analysis section, | made use of media sources such as newspapers,
television broadcasts, radio programs, and news magazines. These sameesnployed to
incorporate recent developments not yet adar@sn the scholarly literaturé access official
statements, and to fill empirical gaps where academic sources were limited or unavailable.
Moreover, media sources helped address challergjated to the accessibility of academic
materials, as they are often more readily available, especially in online formats. However, |
prioritised wellestablished and reputable media outlets over social media sources and carefully

triangulated the infornteon to minimise potential bias

7KLY VWXG\ XVHG D WKHPDWLF DQDO\WLV PHWKRG $ WKHPI
PHDQLQJ ZLWKLQ WKH GDWD VHW:- %UDXQ &ODUNH

method for anaizing qualitative data that entails searching across a data set to identify, analyze,
DQG UHSRUW UHSHDWHG SDWWHUQV:- .LJHU 9DUSLR

methods, thematic analysis is not tied to a particular theoreticalsteailogical position (Braun

& Clarke, 2006). | first gathered the necessary data through interviews and document analysis in
order to analse it thematically. | then familiased myself with the collected data to identify

recurring trends across the datt. After categosing the data according to relevant patterns, |

conducted theramlysis and produced the report

Since the aim of qualitative research is to emeasie quality rather than the quantity of data,

WKH IRFXV LV RQ VHOHFWLQJ $tSDUWLFLSDQWY ZKR maLJKW RI|
XQGHU VWXG\:- 1L FG.ON0cdrdingly, a Purposive (or judgmental) sampling
technique was employed to select key informants who had a closeatiom to, and sufficient

knowledge of, the subject mattéfence, | interviewed individuals with extensive knowledge of,

and direct involvement in, HOA geopolitics and, most amt@antly, EthieChina relationsThese

key informants included officials frorhoth Ethiopia and China, reflecting the strong péoty

party and statéo-state nature of their bilateral relations. | also interviewésnational relations

and diplomacy researchdrem thelFA within theMoFA, as the Institute was established talgt
(WKLRSLDYVY GLSORPDWLF HQJDJHPHQWY DQG RIIHU DOWHUQ

interviewed individuals from the Asia and Pacific Directorate at MoFAEtlRe and the Chinese



Embassy, given their direct involvement in the practical @spef EthieChina geopolitical

relations and access to firsthand information. | also consulted experts who have written extensively

on EthieChina relationsThis is an illustrative rather than exhaustive list of informants who had

a close connection tdé issue under investigation. While the sample size may be small, the
interviewees possessed substantial and relevant knowledge. Employing a random sampling
technique could have led to the selection of individuals aitmited understanding of the topic,
SRWHQWLDOO\ UHVXOWLQJ LQ WKH RPLVVLRQ RI FULWLFDO L

achieve its objectives

There is no intention to generdithe findings. After all, individuals differ in their experiences,

the contexts in which thegperate, and the meanings they ascribe to the world. Consistent with
my aforementioned philosophical stance, these differences are crucial in shaping reality.
Therefore, this study does not aim to include a large sample for the purpose of gegeredi
results to the broader populatipsuch as the sutegion or the contineritas iscommon in
guantitative researclnstead, the number of participants was determined by the principle of data

saturation

This study emplogd a case tsidy and explanatory desigiA case study examines one example

of a particular typeRiggam, 2008 This design is preferable to closely observing a study subject
(Biggam, 2008 Ethio-China relationis one example of broader Afri€@hina relationsAs a

result, a case study design is puipely choserto investigate deeply and to ansdyintensely the
multifarious phenomena that constitute the realities in Kithima relationsBesides, as the study

intends to go beyond the mere description of the negaEthio-China relations, which many

previous studies have done, and explain the key geopolitical drivers of their sdaijoan
explanatory desigvas HPSOR\HG 7KH H[SODQDWRU\ GHVLJQ SURYLG
VRPHWKLQJ KDSSHQHG:- RU ftWKH FDXVHV DQG UHDVRQV RI
2017:161). This best suits the crux of the study, whi@mines why Ethiopia and China have the

level of relationship they have. Therefore, | dém®th case studand explanatory designs.

This study is immens$g relevarn to those interested in the issue under consideration. This study
shed OLIJKW RQ WKH QDW X beted Rhgay&nhe@tDiff ¥thieptap fdcudibg on



geopolitical determinants. By so dointpH VW XG\YV ILQGLQJY FRQWULEXWH WI
the broader engagemeat China in Africa. Moreover, 1B study cal attention to potential
research areas, there motivating further research on the subject. This is because this study
focuses on the dimension of EtHhina relations that previous studies have not given sufficient
attention to. In addition, | am deeply convinced thastidy's findinggrovideessential input for
policymakers at the continental, stdgional, and national levelEhe study suggests mechanisms

for both countries to adjust their policies to positively influence regional stability and development.

It indicates possible ways to seizgpportunities and address challenges in their relations. Most
importantly, the study's findings suggest potential strategies to reduce possible adverse reactions
from the West that could impede Etihina relations. It contributes to the development eif-w
informed policies that can positively shape their bilateral relations within the HoA, the continent,
and on the global stage. In a nutshell, the stanyardsvaluable suggestions to reinfonpesitive

Ethio-Chinaengagements.

During the course of the study, | encountered challenges in obtaining consent from key informants.
Some officials from government institutions were initially reluctant to share the necessary
information. However, these limitations were nmurmountable. To address them, | made every
effort to clearly explain the aim and purpose of the study, engimgishat the research posed no

risk to them. | also assured them that their identities would be protected. Through this approach, |
was ableto gain their cooperation, thereby ensuring that the qualithefrésearch was not

compromised

In adherence to research ethics, | obtained informed consent from all participants. The interviewees
provided oral consent withuli awareness of the purpose of the study and any potential
implications of their participation. To protect their privacy and ensure confidentiality, the names
of some respondents are not disclosed in this report. However, the names cited in the study refe

to participantavho consented to be identified

This study is orgased into eight chapter€hapter One provides an introduction, outlining the

background, problem statement, scope, rationale, research objectgesrch questions,
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methodology, significance, limitations, and ethical considerations. Chapter Two articulates the
conceptual and theoretical framework that guides the s@ltgpter Three discusses the historical
development of Ethi€hina relations upt1991, focusing on thenperial and Derg era€hapter

Four examines the geopolitical drivers of ph901 EthieChina relations. Chapter Five ansdy

the security drivers influencing Ethi©hina relations during the same period. Chapter Six explores
thegeopolitics of the Nile and th@ERD, with a particular focus on the roles of Western powers
and ChinaChapter Seven also investigates the geopolitical dimensions of the Northern Ethiopia
conflict (2020-2022), with an emphasis on Western and ChirerggagementChapter Eight

presents the conclusions, policy implications, and recommendations for future research.
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Chapter Two: Geopolitics and International Relations

2.1. Introduction
Geopolitics and International Relations (IR) have emerged as an acafigohiof study at

different historical junctures. Geopolitics emerged earlier than IR: the former iniB&&as the

latter in 1919right after the end of World WarWWI) (Criekemans, 2022). Hence, Geopolitics

had been dealing with problems of intational relations until the end ¢ie First World War

together with other disciplines such as history and international law (Criekemans, 2022). Later on,
it disappearedfterWorld Warll (WWII). After a period of neglect in the mainstream IR because

of its association with Nazism, geopolitie@sresurrected in the 1970s by American National
Security Advisorsnotably Kissinger 1DV D VI\QRQ\P IRU WKH VXSHASRZHU J
power politiF V(Mallinson and Ristic, 2016, 8). Geopolitics and IR are highly interrelated
disciplines, especially geopolitics and realism. Notwithstanding this, some have tried to maintain
their distinctive naturavhile others are arguing for the integration andismdidation of geopolitics

and IR into a coherent single perspective. Kelly (2019) is among those who try to sapiiahe
difference between these disciplinaguing that IRparticularly realismfocuses on great powers,

elite decisioamakers, anghower abundance for securityhile geopoliticsfocuseson both great

powers and small statestates than individual decisianakers, and geographic features for
security, respectively. Wu (2018), Owens (1999), Criekemans (2022), Park (2023), and Gékmen
(2010) on the other handare among those who capitalion the similarities. They consider
geopolitics as a foundation of IR that needs to be combined with the latter to make a comprehensive

analysis of a given international event.

This study joins théatter camparguing for the integration of geopolitics and IR theories, as will
be discussed later. Owing to this conviction, the study eredlag integrated approagctaking

the basic concepts and principles applicable to the study from Geopolitid& Hrebries. Hence,

the first part of this chapter deakith the conceptual aspects of geopolitics. The second part
discusses geopolitical theories. The third part deals with IR theories. Lastly, an analytical

frameworkis drawn from the discussions dfet entire chapter.
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2.2. Geopolitics: conceptual understanding
Geopolitics serves as the basic guiding framework of the study. Before delving into geopolitical

theories, it is imperative to address conceptual nuances. This section discusses the definition of
geopolitics, geopolitical variables, and glolsation vs. geopolitics.

2.2.1. Definitions of geopolitics

Nature had a more deterministic impact on human life, especially during primitive society. Nature
dictated the life of hunters and gatherers. Eventualipgamibeings tried to emancipate themselves

from the impact of nature. Advances in human invensoch as science and technolpgiped

them master/dominate nature. The social environment became a more determinant factor than the
natural one. To use Kri® I TV , p.16) words, Man becomes less "natural" and more human
and social. However, their mastery of nature is not boundless (Kristof, 1960). The natural
environmentstill hasan influence on the political life of human beings or the state. Andirit is

this understanding that geopolitical discourses emer@adl this study employs a geopolitical

perspective in examining the determinants of the-p89t EthiopiaChina relations.

What is geopoliticsthen? Originally, the term geopolitics was coined1899 by a Swedish

political scientist named Rudolf Kjellén. As is true for other social science congeptslitics

has no single definition. It refers to many things for many writers. The divergence in the definition

and subject matter of geopolitickas to do with the historical circumstances and its
interdisciplinary nature. Various scholars define it in different ways, but all commonly associate

it with the relationship between space and the state (Sidaway, 2001) or politics and geographic
factors Black, 2016). As the name indicates, the concept of geopolitics is blended with two basic
terms, namely geography and politics. Accordingly, it is concerned with the influence of
geographyon politics. Geographical features can affect the actions andatitars of states. Like

Marxism and liberalismwhich single out a core principle to explain the past, osgahie present

and predict the future of human life and subordinate all other factors to it, geopolitics also does the
task of explaining, orgasing and predictingputting geography at the core (Dugin, 1997). It
interprets human experience from the vantage point of geographical space. Geoffrey Parker defines
JHRSROLWLFY DV tWKH VWXG\ RI LQWHUQDWLRQDWLYHODWL
(Cohen, 2015p. 16). Similarly, Cohen (201 %. GHILQHV JHRSROLWLFV DV D \
RI WKH JHRJUDSKLFDO IDFWRUV XQGHUO\LQJ LQWHUQDWLRQL
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is devoted "to investigate the relationshippalitical events to a significant part of the earth's
VXUIDFH:- &DKQRBD Thisis because geographic featusash as the significant ones

can determine how states make their foreign policy and act towards other states. In relation to this,
Kegley and Raymond (2010. GHILQHG JHRSROLWLFV DV tD VFKRRO R
IRUHLJQ SROLFLHYVY DUH GHWHUPLQHG E\ WKHLU ORFDWLRQ
Similarly, Filt (2006) defines geopolitics as the practice dfestaontrolling and competing for

territories and resources within theiffor instance, we can take the two World Wars due to
*HUPDQ\YVY WHUULWRULDO H[SDQVLRQ DQG DOVR WKH (XURSHI
their voracious need for African msrces. Therefore, as Black (20X6 8) wrote, geopolitics
tFDOOV DWWHQWLRQ WR WKH UHODWLRQVKLS EHWZHHQ VWL
JHRJUDSK\ IRU VWDWHFUDIW -

Geopolitics is an aspect of power politi@eopolitical competitions ativer the world boitlown

to the struggle for poweiSprout (1954, p. ULJKWO\ SXW LW WKDW JHRSROL
expression for the relationship between geographical and other factors in the distribution of power

LQ WKH ZRUOG: ,Q mpmMKhadtoZde WwiB\the pbvied of the state. Therefore,
JHRSROLWLFV IRFXVHV RQ IWKH VWOIDCFMNJL B LGPFAR\WDQFIS R
augment the power and agency of the state andaéaliforeign policy objectiveDugin (1997

p. 18) boldly put how geopolitics is entwined with power politisgting that:

*HRSROLWLFV LV D ZRUOGYLHZ RI SRZHU D VFLHQFH RI
WRGD\fV ZRUOG LW LV D tUXOHUfV TXLFN UHIHUHQFH ER
gives a summary of what should be considered when making global (momentous)

decisions such as makinalliances, starting wars, implementing reforms,

restructuring society, imposing massive economic and political sanctions, etc.

Owens (1999, p. DOVR YLYLGO\ VWDWHG WKDW $1JHRSROLWLFV L\
and strategic relevance FHRJUD SK\ WR WKH SXUVXLW RI LQW62YQDWLRC
FRQVLGHUV JHRSROLWLFVY DV SDUW RI WKH 5HDOLVW WUDG
SROLWLFVY 7KH IROORZLQJ SDUDJUDSK GHPRQVWHDOMWHNY KR .
power politics.
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Geopolitics makes certain claims: there is an international pecking order,
determined by who has power and who does not; power is rooted in the physical
nature of the world itself; the power of the modern state has some retation t
territory that it occupies, controls, or influences; resources and strategic potential,
the sources of state power, are unequally distributed worldwide; and power is
ephemeral possession is no guarantee of its permanent retention, and therefore

staes must take steps to ensure its reten{Owens, 1999, [£2)

This vividly tells us that to dominate the world order, the state needs to have power, which derives

from the geographical space it controls or influences. Hence, controlling or creasingesiwith

strategically important territories is a source of power. In a word, competition for territory

(geopolitics) is competition for poweFor instance, we adduce how the Cold War superpowers

XVHG VWUDWHJILF IRUHLJQ S OviFdind/déniRaircB ghivebhaQeeHtiziFdiviR W K H L

The US's support for autocratic governments in South Korea, South Vietham, and Nicaragua was

more geopolitical than ideological; it was done so to counterbalance the Soviet Union's supremacy

and impact on the US ategic interests, not because it rejected democracy and freedom (Sampa,
6LPLODUO\ ZH FDQ DWWULEXWH WKH 6RYLHW 8QLRQTYV "

the installation of nucleaarmed Soviet missiles there to a strategic reason toerbaténce the

US. We can also mention the North Atlantic Treaty OrgeriWWLRQTV 1%$72 HDVWZDUG

by allowing membership to several Eastern Euappmuntries as a strategic competition over

foreign places to contain the Russian resurrection. Tinerduvar in Ukraine is a notable example

of competition over strategic places for power and dominance.

7R VXP XS IURP WKH DERYH GLVFXVVLRQ ZH FDQ XQGHUVWD!
ways: as an activity or practice, and as a discipdinéeld of study. As an activity, it refers to
competition over significant geographical entities and their resources, whereas as a discipline, it
studiessuch competition over spaces and the influence of geography or space on politics and state

power The above discussion shows how entwined geopolitics is with power politics.

2.2.2. Geopolitical factors/variables

As indicated above, geography influences international relations, power distribution, and the state's
strategic relevance. Thus, which geographiceidis/features/variables have such an influence?
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Listing all variables is quite difficult, let alone explaining each of th&heseare numerous,
PXWXDOO\ LQWHUDFWLQJ IDFWRUV 7KHUHIRUH QR RQH IDFV
geopolitical significance. According to Csurgai (2022), geographical configurations, natural
resources, boundaries, geopolitical representatitres geography of populations, historical

factors, economic factors, atite strategy of actors are the main geopolitical features determining
interstate relations. For many geopoliticians such as Mackinder, Mahan, and Spykman, location,
topography, popalion size, territorial size, climate, and distance between states determine states'
power, foreign policy, and geopolitical significance (Kegley and Raymond, 2010). Reynaud and
Vauday (2008) also stated the number of borders, reflecting the centrathyg state, as an

important variable determining the geopolitical importance of countries. Furthermore, Wilson
(1950 p. DOVR H[SODLQHG WKDW tVSDFH UHODWLRQV ORFDW
land content (soils and minerals), and natixegetation are geographical conditions which
VWUHQIJWKHQ VRPH VWDWHYV DQG ZHDNHQ RWKHUV:- 7KHVH DL
of geographical features that influence international relations and the distribution of power. These
geograpital factors are further explained by thkassical geopolitical theoreticiamkscussed

below, with practical historical examples and insights into Ethiopia's geopolitical significance.
These geopolitical features are unevenly distributed, so that $iatesno equal degree of
geopolitical significance. States may be rated according to this difference, ranging from those seen

as important allies to those seen as immediate threats (Dodds, 2007). Hence, the place that a state
occupies or influences has anpact on its external behaviour as well as how other states see it

and act towards it.

By the geopolitical determinant of EthiGhina relationsthis study implies these geographical
variablesmutatis mutadis. The study selectively udghose features aficable to the subject
XQGHU FRQVLGHUDWLRQ $ QRWH PXVW EH WDNHQ WKDW LQ
in its loose sense, not a rigid and fixed deterministic one, to mean almost the same as an
influencing conditioning or affectingfactor. AsSloan & Gray (1999, ) argue $JHRJUDSK\ RU
JHRJUDSKLFDO FRQILIJXUDWLRQV SUHVHQW RS ®RdANBQLWLHYV
G H W H Uoreig Bl domestic policy objectives and strategies. Spykman,(f938) also
VWUHVVHG WKDW tWKH JHRJUDSK\ RI D FRXQWU\ LV UDWKHU
Hence, the interaction of geographic factors with human agency and technology is important.
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Furthermore, as regards the geopolitical agentgtthie-China statdevel relation dominates the

core of the study.

2.2.3. The continuing relevance of geopolitics in a glebahvorld

Globalisation is the interconnectedness of the world. Thanks to informatideommunication

technology, actors across the Wocan easily interact and influence one another without their
physical presence. Thereforlepundaries are no longer strict barriers. Accordingly, a strong
challenge has come, partly from critical geopolitics, to the geopolitical school of thought that is
underpinned by geographical relevaiceternational politics. Some argue that the advancement

of technology, airpower, nuclear weapons, and cyberspace has rendered geography a less relevant
determinant factor in the foreign policyaking process or psmit of international power. There is

QR QHHG IRU H[DPSOH WR GHSOR\ WURRSY DEURDG WR FD!
unmanned drone can do, $munched from its own country. Owing to this, some could declare the

£nd of geopolitics 2 A${1999, p.60).

Nevertheless, numerous scholars expresspteism towards accepting this assertion
wholeheartedly. Dodds (200p. 1) argueghatdespite globaiDWLRQ fWKH UHOHYDQFH
international boundaries, and claims to sovereignty remé&ng SUHVVLQJ DV HYHU-
continueto determinghe foreign and security policies of states. Similarly, Cohen (201BL)
PDLQWDLQV WKDW $JOREDOL]DWLRQ GRHV QRW VSHOO WKH |
argued. Rather, it makes fdd PXFK PRUH FRPSOH[ JHRSROLWLFDO V\VWI
technology brings a plethora of geopolitical actors into competition over a given geographical
space. Owens (1999) and Wu (2018) also argue that technological advancements, economic
developmentand the infusion of capital can alter but not disregard the significance of geographical
space. Though both lines of argument have their own truth, it would be naive to declare that
geography is ndongeranimportant determinant in international relasort indeed has a huge
importance. The fact on the ground also shows Yhilsy are European, American, Chinese, and

$UDE FRXQWULHVY WURRSYV LQ WKH +RUQ RI $IULFPBrtideKH DQV.:

geographyStates still compete for té@ory and power.

Geopolitics is a dynamic perspective (Filt 2006; Cohen 2015; Owens, 1999; Dodds, 2007;
Spykman, 1938). Globahtion shows this dynamic nature of geopolitics rather than the end of
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geopolitics. The strategic significance we attribute to geographical spaces can be changed by
various factors from time to time. As stated above, advances in science, information technology,

and economic cooperation can modify it, but not negat&pykman (1938, p40) rightly put it

WKDW ftWKH IDFWV RI ORFDWLRQ GR QRW FKDQJH 7KH VLJQL
in the means of communication, in routes of communication, in the technique of war, and in the
FHQWHUV RI ZShwaGShahA&Hthy(1999,p. DOVR PDLQWDLQ WKDW tWtk
factors which influenceolitics are a product of poliemakers selectingarticular objectives and
DWWHPSWLQJ WR UHDOLVH WKHP E\ WKH FRQV Bigi¥igxaviceRUP X O D
of geographical spaces is partly socially constrycedhat it changes over time as circumstances
change. The reason why the US dimelUnion of Soviet Socialist Republi¢f/ SSR abandoned

their satellites in Africa right after the end betCold War is the fact that the latter was no longer

that much strategically significardas the war was over. Geopolitics, therefore, is not based on a

rigid geographic determinism. And, glotsaliion shows this dynamisifhis studyenvisages this

undersandingof geopolitics.

2.3. Geopolitical Theories
Having explored the conceptual issues above, this section also delves into theoretical

underpinnings. Geopolitical theories can be broadly catsgbimto two main groups: classical
geopolitics and criticagieopolitics. Classical geopolitics, as extensively discussed earlierescent

on the traditional understanding of geopolitics, emasithe influence of geography on state
power and foreign policy. In contrast, critical geopolitics emerged as a erifihis mainstream
perspective, questioning the impactgadographicafactors on human and state behaviand
advocating for the empowerment of margisadi voices in geopolitical discourse. The upcoming
discussions aim to elaborate on these genesalrigi¢gions. While these theories may not directly
address the specific issue under investigation, they offer valuable insights. These insights, along
with the previously discussed conceptual issues and forthcoming examinatithgheiories,
contributel to constructing an analytical framework for the study.

2.3.1. Classical/conventional geopolitics

Broadly speaking, classical geopoliticians agree on the fact that geography influences human and
state behaviars, as is made apparent in the above concegdtiah of the term. Geography

influences international relations, power distribution, and the state's strategic relevance. In a word,
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they advise states to control strategic territories that enhance their power and influence in the
world. After all, classical ggmliticians emerged in the context of imperialism, advocating for
WKHLU UHVSHFWLYH V\WhewHToathallH1998). WaweveD &3 sBaulbilbBo@ni:L
apparent, the type of territory they advise states to control varies. One early imperialist
geRSROLWLFLDQ zZzDV 5DW]JHO D *HUPDQ JHRJUDSKHaingKR GHYI
been highly influenced by social DarwinisAccording to Ratzel, international politics is a never

ending struggle for survival, and for a state to survive, ilireq power, which is derived from the

VLIH RI WKH WHUULWRU\ LW FRQWUROV 2ZHQV $FFRUCG
seeks to cover the most important regions for its development: coasts, river basins, valleys and
generally all rich tt) ULWRULHV- 'XJLQ S 7TKHVH DUH ZKDW K
SRVLWLRQV- WKDW KHOS H[SHGLWH WKH VWDWHY{V IXUWKHU
VWUHVVHG WKH VLIJQLILFDQFH RI WKH VHD "QINLYQ\ IRUFHYL @HR
Ethiopia is landlocked, Ratzel's concept of controlling river basins and valleys is relevant. As the
water tower of the HA, Ethiopia controls the Blue Nile and local water bodies, whanipether

with its role and centrality in theontinent, mag& it strategically crucial (Mesfin, 2012). This

attracts great powers seeking influence in the HoA and the continent at large.

Ratzel's idea of developing sea power has been taken up with greater emphasis by Alfred T. Mahan,

an American profesional Naval and geopolitical thinker who understood international relations

DV tD G\QDPLF FRQGLWLRQ RI D FRQWLQXLQJ EDWWOH EHWZ
GHFLVLYH:- &ULHNHPDQV S $FFRUGLQXlitkdR ODKDQ
determinant that builds national power is the control of the sea because sea transportation and
communications are the most efficient and copious than land (Sprout, 1954; Kaplan, 2012). His
variables that determine the sea power are dividedwadtoad categories, namely geographical

factors and human or social factors (Sprout, 1954). Geographical factors include the concepts of
location (central position, defensive strengtfinsularity from attack), andesources(Sprout,

1954). The human or social factors incldube size of the population, national charactandthe

nature of the regime 7KH VL]H RI WKH SRSXODWLRQ fLV QRW RQO\ V
following the sea, or at least readily availabledarployment on shipoard and for the creation

RI QDYDO PDWHULDO:- ODKDQ S 7KLV LV PLOLWDU\
JHQHUDOO\ D JUHDW SRSXODWLRQ IROORZLQJ FBDAOOLQJV U

National characterefers to the customs and habits (such as aptitude for commercial pursuits) of a
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people and the relations of those habits and customs to national power. Finally, the nature of the
governmentwhich is,inter alia, whether or not it exercises intelligeniilpower, which is wise,
energetic, and perseverir@dso matters (Mahan, 1890). Though not a coastal state, these variables
provide some insights into Ethiopia's central position in tha& Eiod Africa, its military prowess
compared to its neighls, andits history of heroic warriors. Together, these factors elevate

Ethiopia's geopolitical significance for great powers vying for influence in theegibn.

A departure from the aforementioned sea power geopoliticians discussed above is Mackinder, a

British geographer who advocated for land power. He did not downplay the role of sea power;

however, he emphasid the superiority of land power and developed his heartland theory (Sprout,
$FFRUGLQJO\ KH DUJXHV WKDW WKid hRr @ite £é0BenEiR QW UR C

circles of the planet, which is at the heart of the world landmass and identical to Russia, helps the

state to control the whole world (Hagan, 1942; Sidaway, 2001). This is because the heartland

passes the three conditions of potet Mackinder identified: 1) comparative productivity of the

primary base, which comprises manpower, resources, equipment, and organization 2) the security

of the primary base 3) and the strategic opportunities for bringing pressure or force to bear upon

potential enemies from the territorial positions which one held (Sprout, 1954). The latter two are

YHU\ VLPLODU WR ODKDQYV FRQFHSWYV RI LQVXODULW\ DQG

heartland is a vast and uninterrupted plain conducive to molakfyandable to marginal land

without significant water body barriers, and impenetrable to sea power (Sempa)\e&ékinder

argued that the heartlandtiee key to dominating the world because of the superiority of rail over

sea transportation in terms &WLPH DQG UHDFK &RKHQ ZHEFK LV C

predicted the ascendancy of land power, arguing that the favourable position of the heartland, or

the land power, would be further enhanced by technological advances such as railways and

motorcargSempa, 2002), which Mahan did not seem to have imagitedfact that Ethiopia is

at the heart of the HOA, is productive, insulated from sea power threats, and has a better railway

compared to its neighloos, enhances its power and geopolitical impoctafor great powers vying

in the area.

ODFNLQGHUYY KHDUWODQG WKHRU\ VLJQLILFDQWO\ LQIOXHQ
thinker deeply concerned with restoring German power after the defeat in World War 1. To this

end, he developed his theory bging ideas from Ratzel, Mahan, Mackinder, and others. Their
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ideas were in agreement with the Gersitong-established aspiration of establishing an empire

in Mitteleuropa (Granieri, 2015). Haushofer develop&kopolitk ZKLFK IRFXVHV RQ
LPSRUWDQFH Rl FRQTXHVW DQG GRPLQDWLRQ RI DQ DXWDU
ultimate goal ofGeopolitikwasto ensure German global dominance (Owens, 1999). Haushofer's
andtheGermans' desire for Eurasian expansias warticularly entwined with Mackinder's claim

that capturing the heartland would result in unassailable world dominance (Granieri, 2015). Like

all other geopoliticians discussed above, he reiterated the need to control strategically important
geographickareas that can help Germany achieve global power. Building on other geopoliticians
OLNH WKRVH GLVFXVVHG DERYH +DXVKRIHUYfVY DSSURDFK LPI
and domination. He had personal contact with Hitler and advised the latteer(C2015). As

stated in Kaplan (2012t WKH 1D]L ZDU RristrukeroiHcdnyuedt®ddpolitikis the

master planGHVLIJQHG WR WHOO WKRVH ZKR ZLHOG WKH LQVWUXP
FRPIRUWDEOH ZLWK +LWOHUZX& 4 Qratépi lIoRV@ t&ar8 Xovitvollibg th€)
heartland. However, the ultimate result was a vast and disreputable tragedy, which may have been
WKH FDXVH RI +DXVKRIHUYY DQG KLV ZLIHYV GHFLVLRQ WR F
therefore that like the aforementioned theories, he advised the control of strategically significant

places, especially the heartland, providing some guide to the study.

In between sea power and land power discussed above is Spykman, a US international relations
scholar whoGLVFXVVHG SRZHU SROLWLF VPditH Andadd NRtiOisHO R U JH Q W
argues that international relations are all about power relatienstressed the need to have power

in the struggle for survival artierealisation of foreign policy objective(Sempa, 2002He made

all other normative valuesuch as justice, fairness, and tolerasadordinate to the attainment of

power. The important variables that make a state powerful take us to his geopolitical perspective,
where he argues that the nmatwf geographical territories, such as size, natural resources,
SRSXODWLRQ GHQVLW\ HFRQRPLF VWUXFWXUH ORFDWLRQ
foreign policy and the relative strength of the state in the struggle for power (Spykm@&hp, 193
,QIOXHQFHG E\ ERWK ODKDQYV VHD SRZHU DQG ODFNLQGHU
developed a Rimland theory, which is a buffer zone between land power and sea power. Spykman
claims that the crucial strategic region of the world is the Rimland,hMonitains maritime
(XURSH WKH OLGGOH (DVW ,QGLD 6RXWKHDVW $VLD DQG &

because of their populations, their rich resources, and their use of interiorBe@HV - & RKHQ
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p. 26). In view of this, Spykman adviHG WKH 86V SRVWZDU DOOLDQFH ZLWK
DQG HVSHFLDOO\ D ULVLQJ &KLQDTVY GRPLQDWLRQ RI WKH &
6S\NPDQYVY LGHDV LPPHQVHO\ LQIRUPHG WKH 86TV &ROG :DL
Cohen, 2015). His awcacy for the control of the Rimlamsl however, without losing sight of the
fact thattheRimland is vulnerable to both land and sea power att&ke(s, 1999: 6&eterson,
2011).$OWKRXJK (WKLRSLD LV QRW D 5LPODQG VWDWH 6S\NPDQ
LQWR LWV JHRSROLWLFDO LPSRUWDQFH 6S\NPDQYV LGHDV R
objectives and the sources of powesuch as size, location, palation, economic structure, and
climatet KHOS H[SODLQ (WKLRSLDYV VWURQJ Uud&ble baablRsQry KLS ZL

Ethiopia attract great powers, which are engaged in competition for global dominance.

In summary, the aforementioned leadiigssical geopoliticians focusnter alia, on economic

might, national military prowess with effective striking power, alliance formation to defend
national interests and preventing other powers from gaining a competitive strategic advantage, and
the natoRsWDWHTV SUHHPLQHQFH LQ LQWHUQDWLRQDO DIIDLU
emphasies the geographical significance in shaping foreign policy, international relations, and
power distribution. It views international politics as a continuous struggle faempand
dominance, with a focus on the spatial dimensions of this power strdngealigns with the

focus of this study: the geostrategic significance of Ethiopia and China for each other in achieving
WKHLU IRUHLJQ SROLF\ REMsyeEdltic Yoal® @D i3ojering/itd povér aRdK L Q D
influence in the HoA, Africa, and beyond, countering Western/US dominance, and asserting its
global power. Therefore, my focus is not on the specific geographical regions deemed
geopolitically significant bythese authorities, but rather on the broader insights they provide

regarding the geopolitical significance of any staie this case, Ethiopia.

2.3.2. Critical geopolitics

In the previous discussion, we explored classical or conventional geopoliticians' aigyabwart

how geography influences the politics or foreign policy of a state, and more broadly, how the
environment influences human behavidHowever, this mainstream understanding of geopolitics
hasrecentlycome under critical scrutiny. This sectiondges on critical geopolitics, highlighting
leading figures such as Gearoid O Tuathail, John Agnew, Simon Dalby, Klaus J. Dodds, Merje

Kuus, and J. P. Sharp. The term "critical geopolitics" was first coined by Simon Dalby in 1990,
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though the ideas predates (Kuus, 2017). Critical geopolitics emerged in the late 1980s and early

1990s as ahallengeto the underlying assumptions of classical geopolitical thinking. It draws on
Marxism, world systems approaches, poststructuralism, feminism, critical inbexalatelations

theory, postcolonial theories, and psychoanalysis (Dodds, 1998; Kuus, 2017; Sharp, 2009).
However, its origins are most fundamentally rooted in poststructuralism (Sharp, 2009; Kuus,
2017). As Kuus (2017, pp.-3) states, critical geopolitics characteteHG E\ LWV H[SOLF
JRXFDXOGLDQ XQGHUSLQQLQJV -

Critical geopolitics challenges classical geopoliticians' takergranted understanding of
geopolitics, treating it as discoursef H culturally and politically varied way of describing,
representing, and writing about geography and international polifiasathail, 1998, p. 3).
7TXDWKDLO DQG $JQHZ S DVVHUW W K Edidcufsivel RJU D S K
SKHQRPHQRQ ZKLFK LV VHSDUDWH | URGS(OIBRO/R)I&INMDEEE RXW YV L
this by arguing,fThere is no ' natural’ or ' prediscursive ' geography of international relatidh§ G
thus it is policy makers and academic experts through linguistic practices represent places and
peoples in the practice dfRUH L J Q GriddallgEdpolitics, therefore, emphalV 1 KRZ SODFHYV
DQG SHRSOHVY DUH VFULSWHG E\ IRUHLJQ SROLF\ GLVFRXUVH
set of representations, a collection of descriptions, attributes, and scenarios deeessdry to
GHILQH D SODFH- 'RGGV S '"RGGV UHIHUV WR WKH'
SULYLOHJHG VWRU\WHOOHUV:- 'RGGV S ZKLOH 7XDW
Rl VWDWHFUDIW - 7KHYV Hisphe@sahleYrbl& ik RL0ribing @éntiti€s Qo btiies. As
XXV S H[SODLQV VWDWH LGHQWLW\ DQG LQWHUHVW
WKURXJK ITRUHLJQ ShOpespedcdiveDnipies Ehlt\critical geopolitics rejects the
nation of pregiven identities of places and people, viewing them instead as the outcomes of
GLVFRXUVHV 1&ULWLFDO JHRSROLWLFV GRHyveQ Rijedtsi DPLQH
rather, it investigates the processes by which political subjpdisH IRUPHG LQ WKH ILU
(Dodds, Kuus, and Sharp, 2016, p. 9o identify and name a place is to trigger aeseof
narratives, subjects andnderstandings. For example, to designate ad@r DV ,VODPLFY
:HV W Hhbofilyltd/name it, butlso to brand it in termef its politics and the type of foreign
SROLF\ LWV Q DMghemRICaiddy® Q985/ p. 48)lot all political elites have equal
influence over how a space is represented (Agnew & Corbridge, 1995, p. 49). Intellectuals of
VWDWHFUDIW LQ FRUH JUHDW KHJHPRQLF VWDWHY tKDYH GL
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LQWHUQDWLRQDO SROLWLFDO VSDFH LV UHSUHVHQWHG:- SR
geopolitical reasoningfuathailand Agnew, 1992, p. 199jorexample, elites in the US or China

can sway developing countries to subscribe to their respective representations of a given place.

,Q HI[DPLQLQJ WKH IRUHLJQ SROLF\ RI D VWD Wddkgromddd. V HVVH
interests, and identit¢¥ R1 WKH LQGLYLGXDOV ZKR DFWXDOO\ DUWLFXOD
in foreign policy practices (Kuus, 2017, p. 12). Sharp (2009, p. 359) similarly argues that the
FRQYHQWLRQDO JHRSROLWLFLDQVY GLYVF ReopolitidiaR haikiitsM HF W L Y
RU KHU RZQ SRLQW RI YLHZ DQG OR\DOWLHV« <HW WKH )RXFD
WKDW QR JHRSROLWLFLDQ FDQ EH LQQRFHQW RI LQWHUHV
ontologically subjectivist antias method®@ RJLFDO LPSOLFDWLRQV IDYRULQJ 1
methods that enable moreagghtH QW HUHG RU SHRSOHG DFFRXQWV RI SROL
and Sharp, 2016, p. 10). Accordingly, critical geopolitics considers the personal backgrounds,
interestsand identities of a wide range of geopolitical practitioners and agents (Dodds, Kuus, and
Sharp, 2016, p. 10).

&ULWLFDO JHRSROLWLFV DV LQGLFDWHG DERYH LV SURIRXC
of the power/knowledgerelation. Foucault (1980S QRWHG WKDW $7KH H[HUF
SHUSHWXDOO\ FUHDWHY NQRZOHGJH DQG FRQYHUVHO\ NQR
+H IXUWKHU DGGHG ,W LV QRW SRVVLEOH IRU SRZHU WR EH
for knowledge notR HQJHQGHU SRZHU - 7XDWKDLO S DUJXHV
operation of discourse and power/knowledge, and it is also about how intellectuals, institutions,
DQG LGHRORJ\ FUHDWH VWUXFWXUHV RI| SRZidtdbuise trdéteQ VW D\
knowledge that reinforces their power and perpetuates the masgfiwaliand silencing of others.

In view of this, Critical geopolitics challenges classical geopolitics fastagstunderstanding

Tuathail (1998) asserts that geopo$ithas traditionally been a militaristic practice moncseali

by statist elites, conservative politicians, and geopolitical experts, thereby manggadissenting

voices and alternative perspectives. Tuathail (1998, p. 11) argues that it is imgeratiasider

QRW RQO\ tGLVFRXUVHV IRUJHG E\ WKH SRZHUIXO WKH KH.
counterhegemonic discourses of those who are marginalized, ignored, and silenced by dominant
GLVFRXUVHV - $JQHZ S icg W iDoneasWMigiWdtiekvbyfrigdRaltbtO G SR O |
actors, from cretUDWLQJ DJHQFLHVY WR SKLODQWKURSLF 1*2V DQ
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7TKHUHIRUH 'RGGV . XXV DQG 6KDUS S DUJXH WKDW
analysis of geopolitics from gt actors located in formal institutions, such as government
ministries, universities, or think tanks, to R&AWDWH DFWRUV DQG HYHU\GD\ OLIH
HPHUJHG WR DPSOLI\ WKHVH VXSSUHVVHG YRLFHV DQG fWR
NQRZOHGJH:- 7XDWKRUOWLFDOSJHRSROLWLFV tFKDOOHQJHV
JHRSROLWLFV DQG WKH VWUXFWXUHYV RI SRZHU SROLWLFDO
1998, p. 10).

Unlike classtal geopoliticians'rigid territorialization of politics, critical geopolitics views
spatiality as extending beyond territoriality. Consequently, state power is not confined to its
territory and can be exercised over spgganninghetworks(Kuus, 2017, p. 6). Dodds, Kuus, and
Sharp (201 S DVVHUW WKDW fWKH ILHOG DGYDQFHV WKH
understandings of politics toward more nuanced understandings of the complex spatialities of
SRZHU - +RZHYHU W Khawvt GHRRHW R 8KMA RRISER U G H KMUQRIORQJIJHU
p. 6). The key point is that the state is no longer the sole actor and locus of geofuhigra/ise
put, tfWKH VWDWH LV QR O Rdwémunit bof EridlySis) (DR adY, \Kirisl aBdJStharp,

S 7TKHUH DUH 1R XOWWSHOHRYSBRBR®DQNLFV:- 'RGGV . X.

p. 7), which have come with globatition and informatio@ndcommunication technology

Critical geopolitics focuses on critiquing geopolitical claims and foreign policy practices.
However, it has beeariticised for not going beyond deconstructing mainstream assumptions:
fhere is critique but no positive alternative 6 KD U S p. 361-3&). Critical geopolitics did

not seek to develop a theory of how space and politics intersect but was rattegned with
developing a mode ahterrogating and exposing theoginds for knowledge producticand of
seeking to analyze the articulation, objectivizatemd subversion of hegemony Power &
Campbell, 2010, [243)

To sum up, critical geopolitics offe some insights into the role of the dominant discourses on
ChinaAfrica in general and ChinRthiopia relations in particular. These include discourses on

Third World solidarity, SouttSouth cooperation, the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence,
efforwWv WR UHIRUP WKH SUHYDLOLQJ ZRUOG RUGHU DQG (WKL
independence. This critical perspective is particularly important for highlighting suppressed issues
such as human rights, democracy, and uab@hts, often oveshadowed by the discourse of
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development. Although critical geopolitics is relevant to the studglied largely on classical
JHRSROLWLFDO WKHRULHY GXH WR WKHLU DOLJQPHQW ZLWK

of analysis.

2.4. International Relations Theories
The above subsections have presented the conceptual issues of geoglabosal and critical

geopolitical theories, and how geopolitical considerations can influence interstate reldtions.
study considerably relseon a geopolitical perspective. However, since every theory has inherent
limitations, geopolitics is by no means sslffficient to explain EthiChina relations. As
discussed in the aforementioned sections and subsections, geopolitics considers gasgtaphy
analytical core. Though this by no means implies geopolitics is limited to geographic factors only
as it also considers human factors (Park, 20B8)e is still a need to see other explanatory factors
of interstate relations, which is where thignificance ofinternational Relations (IRbheories
comes inCombining the nofgeographic factors that IR theories empsasisuch as soft power,
complex interdependence, absolute and relative gains, identity and interest, and cajpitatism

the geograbpically embedded factors of geopolitics gives a comprehensive understanding of
international relationgncluding EthieChina relationsThese factors are not completely outside
the view of geopolitics, but they are notptsmaryfocus. Therefore, the af IR theories offsets

the limitations of geopolitics in adequately explaining interstate relations, in the same way that
geopolitics fills the incompleteness of IR that emanates from its failure to properly deal with

territorially embedded factors (Ckiemans, 2022).

This subsectiontherefore also deals with the main IR theories underpinning international
relations and geopolitical competition in the HoA in general and Ethiopia in particular.

Accordingly, Realism, Liberalism, Constructivism, and Marxism are discussed.

2.4.1. Realism

The intellectuabrigin of realism dates back to the works of Thucydides, Niccolo Machiavelli, and
Thomas Hobbes. The contemporary realist theory in the fidi @imerged partly as a critique of
the failure of idealist prescriptions to preserve peace following the fevwd\d (Rourke, 2008).
7KLV LV WUXH LQ (The Owdnty+Yea&DaudisTA31939 (1939) and Hans J.
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Morge Q W K Bakitft¥ Among Nations 7KH\ EHOLHYH XQOLNH OLEHUDO

international relations are a struggle for power andidance.

How do realists see the international systdRealists argue that the international system is
anarchic and conflictual. Anarchy means the absence of a world orderer or world government.
There is no higher authority above the state to enforcedadsegulate the behaviour of states.
In the absence of a neutral arbiter of conflicting interests and 911 to call in times of emergency,
states rely on their own power to achieve their interests and ensure their survival (Rourke, 2008;
Mearsheimer, 2001)This is what realists call a sd¢iElp system. Realists disregard the role of
international law, institutions, and regimes in preventing war and ensuring state security (Islam,
7KH\ YLHZ LQWHUQDWLRQDO UHODWLRQVZBWUH WD WLIRF
LQWHUHVWVY FODVRDOD® ® IPMRW D 8 WV 0D\ P)Vaiird\té Ehid, realists S
perceive the international system as a Darwinian world where only the fittest can survive (Rourke,
2008). As Mearsheimer (2001, 80) noed t+VWDWHYV DUH SRWHQWLDOO\ GDQ
DOWKRXJK VRPH VWDWHY KDYH PRUH PLOLWDU\ PLJKW WKDQC
This, according to Walt (2022), compels statesvtory about their security and compete for
power.Hence, theoverriding goal of the state in this dangerous, coueétcountry world is
security or survivaWKDW LV DFKLHYHG RQO\ E\ RQHfV RZQ PHDQV %
GHILQHG tPDLQO\ LQ WHUPV RI ZKDWHYHU #liddlgendg,artMtsRU S UH
PLOLWDU\ DQG HFRQRPLF SRZHU:- 5RXUNH 5HDOLVWYV DC
constraintsn pursuing these interests. Morgenthau argues that the cardinal virtues of political
ethics do not preclude evil actiona¢fson & Sgrensen, 2013). Political leaders can engage in
spying, lying, cheating, stealing, conspiring, and so on if the situation demands so (Jackson &
6iUHQVHQ 7KLV LV EHFDXVH 4HAMOSDAR WORs E H) N BIQVIK\HKL R

p. 33). Thus, the international system is inherently conflictual.

What is the underlying cause of the conflictual nature of the international system? This takes us to

the two broad categories of realism: classical realism and neorealism. They all agree that th
international system is a conflictual and tragic environment. However, they disagree on the
underlying causes of the tragedy. Classical realists believe that the conflicts in the international
system are attributable to flawed human nature. Accorditigdy, are referred to as human nature
UHDOLVWYV $FFRUGLQJ WR 0 Ribdres@i\akdpwetékkgdh@tvatcotldH VHO |
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HDVLO\ UHVXOW LQ DJJUHVVLRQp. 40).0HeNthdrefpre, rBgittaih® that Q
conflicts in the international system are the projections of the bad nature of human beings. In a
word, Classical realists believe that the reason why states need power is found in human nature
(Mearsheimer, 2013)Classcal realists argue that because human nature is unchangeable, the
international system inevitably remains conflictidéorealists, namely Kenneth Waltz and John
Mearsheimer, on the other hand, argue that the underlying cause of war is not human tature bu

the anarchical structure of the international system. They are also called structural realists.
Mearsheimer (2013, p. PDLQWDLQV WKDW f,W LV WKH VWUXFWXUH F
VI\VWHP WKDW IRUFHV VWDWHYV WRO0S$,XLBY)asteBRMaHE andthiRL O D U C
HQYLURQPHQW LV D SHUPLVVLYH RU XQGHUO\LQJ FDXVH RI z
on the fact that there is no chance of escaping conflict because classical realists believe that human
nature is immtable and neorealists are sceptical about the ability of interdependence or
international orgamsations to promote cooperation (Rourke, 2008). Simply put, both believe that

world government is unachievable. This study relies on realism in general ashdreymany

aspects.

How likely is cooperation among states? States do not have equal power. Great powers dominate
the tragic, competitive world. The weakest come to an alliance to withstand the challenge of the
stronger. This is a balance of power. Redliy¥Y PDLQWDLQ WKDW tEDODQFLQJ SRz
IRUP RI FRRSHUDWLR@mp®eORP. VWIWHV DUJXH WKDW fIVWDW
condition of anarchy that compels them to seek and to balance power to ensure their @odviv
V HF XU L Wak, 20HYp?). Itis possible to ensure power equilibrium in world politics through,
DPRQJ RWKHU WKLQJV fTEXLOGLQJ XS \RXU RZQ VWUHQJWK L
RSSRQHQWYV . 5HRX)UH¢hRte, the argument that the intgronal system is a sdtielp
system does not preclude the possibility of cooperation or alliance. However, cooperation is
difficult to achieve and much more difficult to sustdiacausestatesremain concerned with
relative gains and thesk of cheatingy other partiegMearsheimer, 2001 According to Walt

VXFK FRRSHUDWLRQ FDQ EH HQGXULQJ DQG HIIHFWLYH
HYVSHFLDOO\ ${SHUFHSWLRTXWHBHIRBFRPPRQ OLKWHDBOWVVHUW WK
statess shortlived, needbased and is subject KD QJH RYHU WL P H862), UdlikeP S
liberals and constructivists, they disregard the role of institutions in promoting cooperation because

they are a reflection of state interests.
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Ultimately, the disussions made above boil down to the importance of power. Power is the
currency of international relations. What constitutes power for reallsts? Since they are
preoccupied with the desperate need of states for power, security, and survival pededigeshat

military might is the most important power resource in world politics (Keohane & Nye, 1987).
Mearsheimer defines power in military terms; however, he argues that latent powers such as wealth
and the size of the population are the foundations of military power. A state without wealth and a
huge population cannot haweegiant military power and thuse a great power. This argument
VXJIHVWYV &K LLDIDghiWinG ichRanhSeHlisry power. This is the reason why the US is
striving to contain Chinese economic engagement in Africa. Also, among the various types of
power, namely sea power, strategc @ SRZHU ODQG SRZHU DQG QXFOHDU Z
the dominant form of military power in the modeZ RUO G- OH D U V,KHB)PTHiY goes

LQ OLQH ZLWK ODFNLQGHUYY KHDUWODQG WKHRU\

The question of how much power is enough takes us to the two strands of neobelitsrsive

realism and offensive realism J)RU GHIHQVLYH UHDH WW ¥ X WIWND\WRIYWH US SIE
(Heywood, 2011 p. 61). This means in the anarchic internationattesyn, the state should

maximise its power to ensure its security and survival. Waltz is a defensive.ndalistgues that

it is possible to ensure one's security and survival without dominating the world. He maintains that
ftH[FHVVLYH SRZH Uctiv®/ bécRuseitMprblokdd Raztile alliances by oth& WtH V -
(Jackson & Sgrensen, 2013, $). The amount of power the state accumulates should be
commensurate with what is needed for its security and survival. Put differently, power should be
neither t@ little nor too muchrathet KH DGYLVHV WKH VWDWH WR SRVVHVV L
(Waltz, 1990, p35).

For offensive realists, the primary motivation of states is the acquisition of power (Heywood,
2011). Mearsheimer is an offensive realfst.already indicated above, Mearsheirf2901, p.2)

outlines the following basic assumptions about international politics: 1) there is no central
authority that sits above states and can protect them from each other, 2) states always have some
offensive nilitary capability, and 3) states can never be certain about other states' intentions. Based

on these assumptions, he argues that the interest of the states is not limited to security and survival;
they also seek global hegemony (Jackson & Sgrensen, 20EB)DUJXHV WKDW $WKHLU X
to be the hegemeW KDW LV WKH RQO\ JUHDW SRZHB0011pQ) bvétatlseV\VWHP
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tKHIHPRQ\ LV WKH EHVW ZD\ IRBQDQXY¥YWDWB -W &HDXUBYKCHYLW H H
+RZHYHU $1WKWRBR EQHW U JQ&hitbus okiirédidn& Izyemony is possible
(Jackson & Sgrensen, 201884). The only successful regional hegemon in modern history is the

US. Regional hegemons do not want to see any peer competitors in any otherafehensorld.

This is exactly what the US has been doing in Europe and EasMesiesheimer (2022) reiterates

that the real cause of the Ukraine crisis is the WetRWDE O\ WKH 86V PRYH WR LQF
into NATO tomake the balance of power is flavour so that it can contain Rusdiais is due to

WKH IDFW WKDW t1tWKH LGHDO VLWXDWLRQ IRU DOQ\thetUHDW S|
ZRUOG:- O0OHDUVKHRPFblhis end, states try to increase their share of world power
andchange the balance of power to their advantage using various strateziging economic,
GLSORPDWLF DQG PLOLWDU\ RQHV OHDUVKHLPHU JRU
prosperity invariably means greater wealth, which has significant aatjgns for security,
EHFDXVH ZHDOWK LV WKH |R Xea@&ieimerRRQOR @6P Thislcav pddfécB/R ZH U -
epitomsH &KLQDTV DJJUHVVLYH HFRQRPLF HQJDJHPHQW LQ $IULI

To sum up, the above discussion shows haeriinked the realist and geopolitical perspectives

are. Hence, | argue that realism considerably explains the -Ethi@a relations like the
geopolitical theories. The geopolitical rivalry between the West and China in the HoA is a struggle

over power ad dominance. They compete to ally with regional states to change the power balance

in their favour. Ethiopia has been the preferred linchpin in theresgibn, especially by the

‘HVW 86 IRU VWDELOLW\ DQG VHFXULW\ 7K Bthi¢tpieRcdrHbe & KLQD *
SDUW RI WKH IRUPHUYY VWUDWHJ\ WR FRQWDLQ WKH SRZHU
ascendance in the subgion, the continent, and beyond. Its economic engagement can also be
intended to accumulate wealth that, when necgssall be converted into military power so that

it can realse its ambition for world power.

2.4.2. Liberalism

The intellectual roots of liberalism go back to the thinking of Montesquieu, Immanuel Kant, and
Woodrow Wilson, among others. Liberal thinking predoantly underpinned the discipline of

IR, which was established out of the ashes of WWI to suggest mechanisms to prevent a similar
catastrophe in the future. The theomirgedpredominance in the interwar period. Realism took

the ascendancy due to thelmaiak of WWII and the Cold War. In the 1970s and 19@fkralism
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re-emerged in a neoliberal form. Pg3bld War developments also enhanced the liberal arguments

on international relations and the possibility of achieving cooperative arrangements.

Liberds have a positive view towards human nature. Human beings are good and capable of
achieving progress. They argtieat individuals act badly because of bad or corrupt social
institutions (Mingstet al, 2017). Individuals have mutual interests, or thempgeting interests
complement one another (Heywood, 2011). Because individuals are ratwyahre capable of

achieving mutually beneficial cooperation both domestically and internationally (Jackson &
Sgrensen, 2013). The same is the case with stateddnsion. Owing to this, liberals believe that

conflict is not inevitableLiberalsagreeWKDW WKH LQWHUQDWLRQDO VA\VWHP L\
assumption that international politics is always a struggle for power and dominance, and therefore

inherently conflictual.

Why do states cooperate in an environment of anartipgtals, particularly neoliberals who

emerged in the 1970s and 1980s, argue that although competition among sovereign nations in

anarchic systems can leadviolence achievingcooperation is noas difficult as realists claim

Liberals have three basic arguments about how states cooperate under anarchy. First, free trade

creates economic interdependence so that conflict becomes mutually destiindibenefits of

trade outweip those of military competition (Kauppi and Viotti, 202Q@therwise puta free

market economy creates common interests so that states need each other's peace and prosperity for

their benefit, and waging war will be very expensive and disastrous forf @llem. Only

cooperation ensures mutual advantaigeimbalanced gairsuch asatrade imbalancedoes not

DIlHFW FRRSHUDWLRQ RU FDXVH FRQ |;,GnisFcantrBsts wWitvrbalistd'v | R F X

argument that trade imbalance and the ensasynmetric interdependence create conflict as

VWDWHYV IRFXV RQ UHODWLYH JDLQY 'HPLU\RO .HRKDC(
FRPSOH] LQWHUGHSHQGHQFHY ZKLFK PHDQV LQWHUGHSHQ

climate change, developmeartd poverty reduction, and human rights (Heywood, 2011). Complex

LQWHUGHSHQGHQFH PHDQV fFRXQWULHY DUH WLHG WRJHWE

VRFLDO DQG RWKHU H[FKDQJHV WKDW ERW kutk® R0OB,pVH FRR!

24). Second, democracies never go to war against each other; war occurs out of the autocratic

nature of the regime. If they go to war, it is in the form of-defence against aggression from

illiberal or authoritarianstates (Miller, 2009Kauppi and Viottj 2020. They do not fight against
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one another because they interact on the basis of democratic principles such as compromise, the
rule of law, and respect for human righEsr liberals, since governments act with the consent of

the people and people areherently peacéoving, the likelihood of war remains limitedhis,
however,does not seem to be workable for the EfBluna case, given thelong-established
authoritarian tendencies. Third, international orgdh W LR QV FDQ D OYWhkR-giud@ed FUHD W
interQDWLRQDO V\VWHP - 69)IHst@é&Rand design th8ir foreign policy in conformity

with international institutions, international regimes, and ethical standards. Neoliberals argue that
institutions are important in creating toal understanding (information exchange) and reducing
transaction costs (Jervis, 1999). Institutions have an independent impact on the behaviour of states

and thus promote cooperation and mitigate the conflictual effect of anarchy.

Though optimistic aboupeace and cooperation in an anarchic environment, liberals did not
preclude the significance of power in international politics. Keohane & Nye (2012) noted that to
argue that military force is obsolete and economic interdependence benign is to comenit grav
HUURUV 7KH\ DUJXH WKDW $tSRZHU« UHPDLQV |IXKe@&aneHQWDO
& Nye, 2012, p.5). And they have a broader understanding of power. They are not limited to
military power unlike realists but rather advocate for soft powd-or Nye (2023; 1990), soft

SRZHU LV DV JRRG DV KDUG SRZHU %\ VRIW SR Zvdriiwkdi PHDQV
\RX ZDQW .- 1\H R & -opt&drpower is the ability of a country to structure a

situation so that other countsielevelop preferences or define their interests in ways consistent
ZLWK LWV RZQ- 1\H +H DUJXHV WKDW fSRZHU LV EHF
and les tangible (Nye, 1990, 4.67). Cultural attraction, ideology, economic perfornegrand
international institutions are ingredients of soft power. For instance, the fact that China has lifted

800 million people out of poverty in just four decades attracts many countries. Miller (2009) calls
WKLV VWUDQG RI OLEHUMO LAKRL FEHDOM QN UWH QUKEHH SBIOEW I XO V S
andafreePDUNHW HFRQRP\ IRU ZRUOG S lobthédothe? hantddions ioH OLEH U
the spread of liberal ideas through military force/hard power. Note that in this jgtwesr is used

in its broader conception to include soft power.

To conclude, some tenets of liberal theory can be applied to-Ethia relations, especially the
principle of free trade and the ensuing interdependence. | argue that China and Ethiopia are

politically and eonomically interdependenthough the degree of dependence may differ.
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InasP XFK DV &KLQD LV (WKLRSLDYV ODUJHVW WUDGLQJ SDU'
LQYHVWPHQW (WKLRSLD LV FRQVLGHUHG LQWHU BR)LD D QX
in the subregion and a gateway to (and a diplomatic hub of) the continent. It follows that if either

of them provokes conflict, the result is disastrous for both of ttteoughit may beto different

degrees. This can be one explanation for gnmicable relations, Q DGGLWLRQ &KILQDTV VF
reflected in its ideology and remarkable economic performan€eHOSV H[SODLQ (WKLRSLI
attraction to China compared to the West, which relies primarily on coercive pasveell as

& K L Q D 1 Wivab/entést ih Ethiopia

2.4.3. Social Constructivism

Social constructivism is one of the contemporary theories that emerged as a challenge to

mainstream IR theories, namely realism and liberalism. It is the most influentighqeotvist

approach tointernational theorygaining greater attention since the end of the Cold War

(Heywood, 2011). Unlike realists and liberals, as the name indicates, social constructivism argues

that the social world is socially constructettK H\ DUJXH WK D WK%1I$YIHWV R HICCOONVIL @ @
2UODQGLp. 156). Social reality has no objective, independent existence outside our

NQRZOHGJH RI LW -DFNVRQ 6jUHQVHQ 7TKH LQWHUQDW|

LW LV D KXPDQ LQYHaxW&Spréhsen-201B209) ASQ@ result, Constructivists

advise the study of international relations to em@tdsift LGHDV DQG EHOLHIV WKDW L

DQG tWKH VKDUHG XQGWMKNR.-DQBERVRCQEHVSZUIDVIOCal S

constuFWLYLVWV IRFXV RQ WKH tLQWHUSOD\ RI LQWHUHVWV D¢

FXOWXUH DQG LQVWLWXWLRQV &Q@l, Q- 188) DHANC® hEr®isSRO LW

nothing to be taken as pgeven, thereby contrasting with the mstream IR theories that have a

positivist ontological stand.

Constructivism takes the middle ground between those structure and -egeteyl theories
(Stean=et al, 2010). Structuralists such as Neorealiscus on the structure of the international
system, Marxists on the world capitalist system, and Liberals on the complex web of economic
interdependence to explain the behaviour of states (Heywood, 20tbhtrast, agenegentered
theories, such as classical realism, empghatfiat states are thgimary actors pursuing self
interest, while liberals focus on whether states democratic or authoritarigdeywood, 2011).

Constructivism instead acknowledges the flaws in staibhotomy and argues that structure and
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agency are mutually conditionebhey influence one anothekgents/actorgindividuals, groups,

and social structures, including states) cretitectureqtreaties, laws, international orgaations,

and other aspects of the international system), and structures in turn influencéahge and

behaviours of agents (Rourke, 2007). Unlike realists who argue that internationatairgasi

and international laws are the instruments of the powerful states and play no significant role in
regulating states and advancing mutual beneficaogeration, constructivists argue that they can

play an important pacifying role in international politics. Constructivists argue that international
institutions not only regulate the behaviour of the state but also create the identity of the states,
whicK LQ WXUQ GHILQHV WKH VWDWHVY SUHIHUHQFHY DQG EH
capable of exercising power over states. As | indicated above, institutions themselves can also be
created and modified by states. Unlike structure and agecogedheories, constructivists claim

WKDW fLQWHUDFWLRQV EHWZHHQ nizdiatd &\ D@IGD WW R & B\W XIDH
(beliefs, values, theories@G DVVXPSWLRQV - ¥BH\NZRRG S

Constructivists agree with realism and liberalism on dharchic nature of the international
system. However, they differ on the effect/nature of anarchy. For neorealists, anarchy is inherently
conflictual and sethelp, while constructivists argue that there is nothing to be taken as given.
Anarchy is neithenecessarily conflictual nor cooperative (Weber, 208Bxander Wendt argues
WKDW t$QDUWKDWHY KKDW H R L\B95). The@ftests of anarcls/ depend on

how the states behave towards each other or what the states do. What theo sgiestuin,
dependent on the identity and interests of the states. Thus, Constructivists challenge the neorealists'’
LGHD W{Kdépvand sorh@etitive power politics are simply given exogenously by the structure
of WKH VWDWH V\VWHBS96). : HQGW S

Identity is very important for constructivists in international and domestic politics to ensure a
degree of predictability and ordédqpf, 1998. Hopf (1998 p. 175) underlined such importance
VD\LQJ WKDW $ ZRUOG ZLW K RosV vioBd-bQpaniagivie ldnd itrdamediable U O G F
XQFHUWDLQW\ D ZRUOG PXFK PR UH beda@efMUKRX I GMHIQNVQL W Q R U |
LPSOLHV LWV SUHIHUHQ F HNodD Q988 p. R76)VTHIS 3hiav@ WatDf FoW kit V -

the identity of ators in international politics, you can possibly know their interests and attendant
actions thereby helping you adjust yourself and act accordinglgndt (1992, pp397-398)
PDLQWDLQV WKDW $SHRSOH DFW WRZDUG d&& thévhieaniigs thatQ FO X G |
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WKH REMHFWY KDYH IRU \WrkéhPa stafekview itis YellDnQstdt€s. H-Qr Widtance,

WKH 86 KDV LGHQWLILHG &KLQD DV WKH QXPEHU RQH VHFX
identity, it is working tooth and natib contain the influence of China. Contrary to neorealists and
neoliberals who argue that states have agpren sesfLQWHUHVWHG LGHQWLW\ RU f*
interests of agents aBl [ RJHQRXVO\ JLYHQ - 3932)QdedN8tructivists &gue that

identities are socially constructed and are changgetid@deefore the interests and behaviours of

actors as well as the effects of anarchy also change.

Like neorealism and neoliberalism, constructivism believes in the importance of power in world
poltcs +RZHYHU XQOLNH QHRUHDOLVPYVY DQG QHROLEHUDOLYV
capability, economic and other resources), constructivism believes in the significance of both
PDWHULDO DQG GLVFXUVLYH SRZHU PHDQLM® Jdeo,inE RZHU K
O D Q J XH»pfHL998 p. 7KH\ DUJXH WKDW ,GHDV WKXV GHILQH WK
(Jackson & Sgrenser2013, p. JRU LQVWDQFH # %ULWLVK QXFOF
threatening to the United States than 5 North Kge®Q XFOHDU ZHDSRQVY EHFDXVH
friends and the North Koreans a@RW9Y -DFNVRQ 6 j P1IR)QWean also addbce

how the Chinese ideology has influenced many African countries. This, of course, somehow
FRQFRUGV ZLWK tidhds&tpoveH TV QR

7KH IDFW WKDW &KLQD LGHQWLILHYVY LWVHOI ZLWK $IULFDQ FF
SDUWLFLSDWH LQ WKH VFUDPEOH IRU $IULFDY EXW UDWKHU
D UHDVRQ IRU &KelQiong Witld many BiEicarid cduntries, including Ethiopia. The
reiteration that its relationship with Africa is based on mutual benefit, mutual respect, respect of
sovereignty, and noninterference, among otlas® plays an important role. On account of these
IDFWRUV |, DUJXH WKDW PDQ\ $IULFDQ FRXQWULHYV KDYH DW
RSSRVHG WR SDWURQY ZKLFK ZRUNV IRU WKH :HVW ,Q RWHK
IULHQG®Y WoKkWK) D IRHY WR $IULFDQV 7KH PHDQLQJ DQG LG
influence the way they behave towards one another. Therefore, these clsatamtsrcan tell
something about the Ethidhina higheitier relationship.

2.4.4. Marxist Political @&onomy
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Political economy denotes the interplay between economics and politics. International Political
Economy (IPE) specifically delves into the examination of how economic interests and political
processes interact to shape government poli€atiey,2010). The political economy perspective
HPHUJHG DV D FULWLTXH RI WKH YLHZ WKDW HBR@RPLFV DQ
RWKHU:- &KDQ G KF NHik is becauSe treating economics and politics as distinct and
independent disciplies results in an inadequate comprehension of the social (@dhdhoke,

1994). Various theories offer diverse explanations of the connection between politics and

economics. One such theory is Marxism, which this seftionseson.

Political economy wasstablished as an independent science by William Petty and later developed

by Adam Smith and David Ricardo (Otani, 2018Bhe subject matter of these classical political
HFRQRPLVWY ZDV WKH FDSLWDOLVW PRGH RI SHeRIGiEWLRQ $
perfect form of VRFLDO SURGXFWLR®): Lilkvdl® @diocate for & free market
economic system, asserting that the market functions in the interests of all individuals. Marxists
reject this argumentD VVHUWLQJ W K bed/as rscaig bf @dcvhirulativiHdy one class at

the expense 0DQRWKHU FODVV: &RDThE&HRIMHberpetuat8s wealth disparity,

with the rich getting richer and the poor getting poorer. Those who own the means of production
exploit those Wwo live by selling their labour by paying the latter less than the value their labour
generates and forcing them to work extended hours in hostile working conditions. It creates
inherently irreconcilable class interests. Martkerefore understands capi@LVP $fQRW DV
benevolent, but as anarchic, crpi®ne, and subject to a unique trajectdd GHYHORSPHQW
(Patnaik, 2002, p64). He, however, considered capitalism a necessary stage that cannot be
skipped. It provides the material and social base to nmvbhe next and last stage of human

history, which is communism (Lim, 2014). Like all its preceding stages, capitalism carries the

seeds of its own destruction, destined to be overthrown by revolutionary proletariats.

Marxian political economy understaniti® connection between economics and politics in that the
economically dominant class also dominates politics. Otherwise put, the dominant class becomes
the ruling class. As opposed to realism and liberalism, Marxists argue that the basic actors in the
international system are class@&ué¢cker, 2003 QRW VWDWHY ZKLFK PHUHO\ fHJ|
LOQWHUHVWYV (R, RO1L8:118) Dhe ktatd\adts as an agent of the capitalist class (Oatley,

RU tDQ DJHQW RI FODVV RS Shitét \4¥/IibBrgls coqr&w itDovbeD QH X'\

36



(Heywood, 2003). Large corporatigtisereforedetermine how states should make foreign policy
decisions. All the policies and strategies the state formulates are designed to serve the interests of
the capitalistclasPQG WR SHUSHWXDWH WKH FDS lsthub@d_rwodel dIsyy WHP 7
illustrates their view of the connection between economics and politics. According to Marx, the

Base (means of production) conditions the Structure (political system, ystgins culture, etc.)

(Hobden and Jones, 2005; Buecker, 2003+H DUJXHG WKDW fWKH LQIUDVWUXF
of society) and the division of labor would determine the superstructure and the behavior of classes

and states(Buecker, 2003, p52). The Superstructure also maintains and leggesithe Base

(Lim, 2014). Accordingly, interstate conflict arises from class conflict rather than the realists’
conception of the anarchic structure of the international sysemcker, 2008 Otherwise put,
MDU[LVWYV EHOLHYH LQ ftWKH SUHSRQGHUDQFH RI HFRQRPLF
contrast to realists who emphasi WKH fVWUXJJOH IRU VHFBUecka PODIQ G PLOL

p.55).

Capitalism is not limited to a domestic level and is inh#yeconflictual. Marxists posit that the
international system is exploitative, drawing parallels between how capitalists exploit domestic
labaur and how affluent countries exploit less prosperous ones in the global economic system
(Oatley, 2010). Capitadt states engage in conflicts with each other due to their intense drive for

profit (Walt, 1998). Patnaik (2002) aptly affirmed this by stating that capitalism operates as a
Darwinian system, where large capitalists drive out smaller ones (Patnaik, @@2)ontended

that driven by the pursuit of profit, capitalism would seek to eliminate any barriers to interactions

and aim to "conquer the whole earth for its marKettywood, 2011, p68). Lenin applied
ODU[LVP WR LQWHUQDW L R wdalhy badiallstndtiorns @xploivQ $ RMRKID YDIW L R |
(Newmann, 2016, @.8). This exploitation was evident in his wornkperialism, the Highest Stage

of Capitalism ZKHUH /HQLQ DVVRFLDWHG WKH PDMRU FDSLWDOLVYV
in Africa andAsia, among others (Heywood, 2011). Capitalism's constant need for raw materials

and markets inevitably leads to international conflict. Unlike Marx, who argued that a
UHYROXWLRQDU\ RYHUWKURZ RI FDSLWDOLVP ZRWOG LQ/IPW X U I
/HQLQ DUJXHG LW ZRXQAB DS BPQ\iWQPHY\ QMHIP DQQ S

The transnational character of capitalism was also further developeebidfarxists to explain

global poverty and inequality (Heywood, 2011). They associate unexetopment across the
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world with the exploitative global capitalist system. For instance, Dependency theory claims that
advanced capitalist states exploit the less developed states and get richer by making unholy
alliances with the ruling class in the &tt(Walt, 1998). Advanced capitalist countries export
expensive manufactured goods and import cheap raw materials, while developing ones do the
opposite, placing them in a disadvantageous posftitmbden and Jones, 2008¢wmann, 2016

The system geneties development for developed countries and underdevelopment and poverty

IRU GHYHORSLQJ FRXQWULHV -DFENVRQ DQG 6jUHQVHQ
capitalism is evil. It is because capitalism needs to be more regulated so it will be more

M X W&wvmann, 2016 p. 19). Put otherwise, dependency theory aims to reform capitalism rather

than overthrow it lewmann, 2016 Dependency theoyyherefore emerged to defend the less
developed countries by severely limiting their relations to the capitalist wanlklet (Jackson and

Sgrensen, 2013). Worklstems theorist Wallerstein similarly argues that the capitalist world
economy is charactsad by unequal exchange, transferring economic surplus from the periphery

to the core (Jackson and Sgrensen, 2013).VThuKH DGYRFDWHV IRU D SROLWLIL
promote a new world system that is more equitable and just than th€ddreRQH:- +REGHQ LC
Jones, 2005, 4.46). Although nedMarxists accept the liberal view of the state as an arbiter, they
stillassertthAV WKH VWDWH I R&MH dtBrggtsl of captaMwK &hd@hBréfdre perpetuates
asystemofuney DO FODVV SRZHU:- 8B\ZRRG S

Though Marx did not explicitly address issues of international relations and foreign policy
formulations, itis possible to infer some implications pertinent to the subject under investigation.
Marxists, therefore, maintain that international events such as wars, treaties, and international aid
operations result from the global capitalist system (Hobden and, Ri}#s), which works to the
advantage of advanced countries. Marxist theories argue that the effects of global capitalism are

to ensure that the powerful and wealthy continue to prosper, at the expense of the powerless and
the poor (Hobden and Jones, 2005, 7KLV VXJIJHVWYV WKDW &KLQDYfV UHO
is an exploitative relati®ghipthat serves the Chinese interest at the expense of Ethiopia. This may

be the case, as Dependency theory argues, by making unholy alliances with political elites in
(WKLRSLD ZKR DGYDQFH WKHLU SULYDWH LQWHUHYWV %H
engagement in the HoA/Ethiopia can be intended to drive out Western capitalists intbgicub

DQG HQVXUH &KLQHVH FDSLW DsatibV. W ¥ fore RIGEWltL@iXeth&urg OfR LW P

capitalism has influenced the EtHthina relations.
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To canclude the aforementioned conceptual and theoretical discussions, it is obvious that no single
theory adequately explains a given phenomenon. Similarly, it is difficult to get a single theory
tailored to address my research questions. Accordingly, | eegl@yhybrid oftenets of the
aforementioned theoriemsd concepts. An eclectic approach that incorporates useful inG@aghts
outlined in Matrix 1 belowfrom each of these (Geopolitical and IR) theories best explains how
and why EthieChina relationshavereached the current levdtach theory addresses different
aspects of this study. However, realism and geopolitical theories and concepts largely underpin the
study, while other theories substantiate them.

2.5. Analytical framework
Based on the abovdiscussed theories, | came up with the following analytical framework. The

following matrix shows the Geopolitical and IR theories and their respective insights on the
possible factors affecting Ethidhina relations. For the sake of eenience, | just merged the
Geopolitical theories and concepts and put them in one category/column nmathe below
because they have a great deal of resemblance in their essence, unlike the IR theories.

Accordingly, the second column in the matrix (Pelitical Considerations) illustrates how
geographically embedded factors make Ethiopia geopolitically significant for China in achieving

its foreign policy objectives: China's relationship with Ethiopia, the diplomatic center of Africa,
facilitates accesand influence across the continent; Ethiopia's central positionkiothenables

China to reach and engage with surrounding countries effectively; Ethiopia's military capabilities
help China stabilize the HoA, ensuring a secure environment for comgluatisiness; the
realization of the GERD reinforces China's investments and power projection in the region;
(WKLRSLDYVY YDVW SRSXODWLRQ FUHDWHY D VXEVWDQWLDO
growing economy necessitates and permits incre@betse engagement, serving as a model for
China's broader influence in Africa; China's membership in the UNSC assists Ethiopia in resisting

Western pressures; the emergence of China as an alternative source ofadtrpptsEthiopia.

The third column Q WKH PDWUL[ 5HDOLVP KLJKOLJKWV KRZ &KLC
competition with the West makes Ethiopia, an anchor state in theegidn, an important ally.

This indicates that: the Ethi& KLQD UHODWLRQVKLS LV LQIOXHW@RMHG E\ &K
the anarchic international system; China seeks to tip the balance of power in the Horn of Africa in
LWV IDYRU DQG LWV UHODWLRQVKLS ZLWK (WKLRSLD LV SDU
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driven by a desire to counter Western iefige in Ethiopia, the Hg and the broader African
FRQWLQHQW (WKLRSLDYV VWUDWHJILF SRVLWLRQ HQDEOHV 1

power.

The fourth column (Liberalism) illustrates how complex interdependence and China's soft power
compel a positive relationship between Ethiopia and China. The complex interdependence
between China and Ethiopia fosters friendship; China's soft power attracts Ethiopia; their pursuit

of absolute gains, despite having asymmetric relations, promoteshéaniekations.

The fifth column (Constructivism) shows how China's identity creates a positive view among
African countries, including Ethiopia. It demonstrates how the identities that Ethiopia and China
attribute to each other influence their relationthid@pia's view of China as a 'Partner’ rather than

a 'Patron