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The International Politics of Africa’ s

Post-Cold War Strategic Partnerships
Zambia Njunga-Michael Mulikita

Abstract: When the Cold War ended 25 years ago Sub-Saharan Africa
was written off by Western academics and analysts as a doomed landmass. Two
decades on  Western politicians and academics agree that contrary to their a—
pocalyptic predictions of the 1990s Africa has immense geo-strategic
value. Thus; in the period between 2004 and 2008  Africa developed a number
of ground breaking partnerships with the rest of the world aimed at enhancing co—
operation and consolidating growth of the continent. These include the Africa—
South America Africadndia and Africa-Turkey partnerships. During the same
period  existing cooperation between Africa and its traditional partners were re—

defined invigorated and strengthened. These include Africa+urope Partner—
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ship the China-Africa Forum and the TICAD process led by Japan. This paper
thus seeks to: (1) Critique the strategic motivations of the major powers/regions
that have established strategic partnerships with an economically resurgent Africa
in the 21st Century. (2) Interrogate the strategic— developmental expectations
of African countries from these partnerships in the context of a rapidly globali—
zing global economy. (3) Interrogate the extent to which these partnerships of—
fer Africa prospect of tangible developmental gains resulting in fundamental re-a—
lignments in power relations between the continent and the rest of the World?
(4) Assess In light of the above what role the Forum on China-Africa Coop—
eration ( FOCAC) can play in advancing African developmental aspirations after
2015
Key words: Post-Cold War Geopolitics Africa  Partnerships



