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ABSTRACT: This systematic review analyzed the complex landscape of Intergovernmental Relations (IGR) with Somaliland, a de
facto state that has maintained stability and democratic governance since 1991 despite lacking international recognition. The
study employed a rigorous methodology, conducting systematic searches across academic databases and policy repositories,
followed by thematic analysis of literature published between 2015-2024. The findings revealed a fundamental paradox: while the
international community formally upheld the de jure principle of a unified Somalia, it simultaneously engaged in extensive de
facto relations with Somaliland across multiple dimensions. Key themes that emerged included the primacy of the recognition
question, with the African Union serving as the primary gatekeeper; the prevalence of "strategic ambiguity” among international
actors like Ethiopia, the UAE, and Western powers; functional IGR through development aid and commercial partnerships; and
Somaliland's strategic value in regional security architectures. The review concluded that this "sovereignty anomaly"” was managed
through a sophisticated system of "managed dissonance," positioning Somaliland as a hybrid international actor that exercises many
state prerogatives without legal recognition. The study identified significant gaps in comparative analyses and fieldwork-based
research, suggesting that Somaliland's case offered valuable insights into the evolving nature of sovereignty and global governance
in the 21st century.
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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. The Somaliland Conundrum: De Facto Statehood in a World of De Jure Sovereignty

The contemporary international system, built upon the Westphalian model of sovereign statehood, operates on a fundamental, yet
often unstated, dichotomy: the distinction between de jure and de facto sovereignty. This abstract legal principle is starkly tested by
the concrete case of the Republic of Somaliland. Emerging from the collapse of the Somali Democratic Republic in 1991, Somaliland
embarked on a remarkable journey of state-building, unilaterally revoking its 1960 union with the former Italian Somaliland. In the
decades since, it has established a stable, functioning government, held multiple peaceful transfers of power through democratic
elections, and maintained internal security within its declared borders, a record that stands in dramatic contrast to the prolonged
statelessness and instability characterizing the rest of Somalia. Yet, despite this profound demonstration of empirical statehood,
Somaliland remains a political specter in the eyes of the international community, recognized by no other state and locked out of the
formal institutions of global governance. This condition creates what recent scholarship has termed a "pragmatic paradox,” a
persistent disjuncture between effective governance and international legal status (de Vries, 2023).

This tension between Somaliland's internal legitimacy and external non-recognition forms the core of a complex geopolitical puzzle.
The nation's historical claim is rooted in its brief period of independence in 1960, a fact it leverages in its contemporary diplomatic
outreach. However, the international community, adhering to the principle of uti possidetis juris and wary of setting a precedent for
secessionist movements elsewhere, has consistently upheld the territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Somalia. Consequently,
Somaliland exists in a state of legal and diplomatic limbo. As articulated by Phillips (2021), this limbo is not a vacuum of interaction
but a structured space of engagement, where the absence of formal recognition forces both Somaliland and its international partners
to develop a complex, ad hoc toolkit of relational modalities that operate outside conventional diplomatic channels.

The central problem, therefore, is not merely one of classification but of practice. How does the international system manage an
entity that behaves like a state, governs like a state, and demands to be treated as a state, but is legally defined as a sub-national
region of another, largely non-functional state? This problem generates a series of critical questions about the very nature of
sovereignty, recognition, and international order. As recent analyses by the International Crisis Group (2022) highlight, this is not a
static situation but a dynamic process of negotiation. Foreign governments, regional bodies, and international organizations are all
compelled to engage with Somaliland on issues ranging from regional security to trade and development, all while meticulously
avoiding any action that could be construed as formal recognition. This results in a paradoxical reality where Somaliland's
"anomalous" status is simultaneously its greatest obstacle and the defining feature of its international relations.
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Ultimately, this paper seeks to explore the intricate and often contradictory ways in which states and international organizations
conduct relations with Somaliland. Guided by the findings of recent policy analyses (Hirsch, 2024), it will investigate the pragmatic
mechanisms, such as diplomatic "talks about talks," liaison offices, direct developmental partnerships, and security cooperation, that
have evolved to bridge the gap between de facto realities and de jure constraints. By systematically analyzing these intergovernmental
relations, we can move beyond the binary question of recognition to understand how global governance functions in the gray zones
of the international system, and what the case of Somaliland reveals about the evolving, and perhaps increasingly fragmented, nature
of sovereignty in the 21st century.

1.2. Defining Intergovernmental Relations (IGR) in a Non-Recognized Context

Traditionally, the concept of Intergovernmental Relations (IGR) has been a framework applied almost exclusively within the
domestic spheres of federal or decentralized states. However, the anomalous position of Somaliland demands a critical expansion of
this conceptual framework. To fully capture the dynamics of its engagement with the world, IGR must be reconceptualized to
encompass the multifaceted relations between a de facto state and other sovereign states, as well as with the nominal sovereign, the
Federal Government of Somalia (FGS). This broader application, as argued by Ker-Lindsay (2020) in the context of engagement
with contested states, is essential for systematically analyzing the "sovereignty anomaly," as it moves beyond the binary of
recognition/non-recognition to focus on the actual practices and channels of interaction that constitute Somaliland's daily reality in
the international arena.

This expanded view of IGR reveals a bifurcated system of engagement, characterized by distinct formal/vertical and
informal/horizontal dimensions. The formal, or vertical, axis of IGR is primarily constituted by Somaliland’s relationship with the
FGS. This relationship is defined by a protracted and often stalled process of dialogue. These "talks about talks" represent a unique
form of IGR where the central issue is not the distribution of powers within a state, but the fundamental question of statehood itself.
Furthermore, engagement with formal international bodies like the African Union (AU) and the United Nations (UN) constitutes
another vertical dimension, where Somaliland is often forced to interact through the FGS's nominal sovereignty.

In contrast, the more dynamic and substantive layer of Somaliland's international life exists on the informal and horizontal plane.
This encompasses its direct, pragmatic relations with neighboring states and international powers. A pivotal recent example is the
landmark Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) with Ethiopia in January 2024, which proposed granting Ethiopia naval base
access in exchange for potential recognition, dramatically illustrating the kind of state-to-state interaction that defines this horizontal
plane (Reuters, 2024). These interactions, while often facing diplomatic backlash, exhibit many functions of formal diplomacy. They
include the establishment of representative liaison offices, the signing of technical agreements, and direct security cooperation,
creating a parallel diplomatic reality that sustains Somaliland’s economy and security.

Ultimately, applying this dual-lensed IGR framework, distinguishing between the constraining formalities of vertical relations with
the FGS and international bodies, and the pragmatic informalities of horizontal relations with engaging states, is crucial for
deconstructing the Somaliland conundrum. It allows for a nuanced analysis that transcends the simplistic question of "why no
recognition?” to instead ask "how does engagement work in its absence?" This approach, as reflected in recent scholarly work on
diplomatic practice (Berg, 2023), reveals that Somaliland is not isolated but is enmeshed in a sophisticated, if legally ambiguous,
network of intergovernmental relations. This network is the very mechanism through which the international community manages
the dissonance between the principle of Somalia’s territorial integrity and the practical necessity of dealing with Somaliland’s
effective and enduring sovereignty.

1.3. Research Aims and Objectives

() To systematically identify and catalog the body of literature on IGR with Somaliland.

(1) To synthesize the key thematic areas and theoretical frameworks used to analyze these relations.
(111) To analyze the strategies employed by Somaliland to navigate the international system.

(IV) To identify gaps in the current literature and propose directions for future research.

2. METHODOLOGY

This research was conducted as a systematic review of the scholarly and policy-oriented literature concerning Intergovernmental
Relations (IGR) with Somaliland. The methodology was designed to comprehensively identify, select, and critically appraise relevant
research to synthesize key findings and thematic patterns. A systematic search strategy was employed, utilizing major academic
databases including Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar, alongside specialized repositories from policy institutes such as
Chatham House, the International Crisis Group, and the Rift Valley Institute. The search incorporated a range of keywords and their
combinations, such as "Somaliland," "intergovernmental relations," "de facto state," “recognition," "sovereignty anomaly," "African
Union," and "strategic ambiguity,” with a publication date range primarily from 2015 to 2024 to capture the most recent
developments. The literature selection process adhered to the PRISMA guidelines, where identified records were initially screened
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by title and abstract, followed by a full-text assessment for eligibility based on predefined inclusion criteria focusing on the analysis
of Somaliland's international engagements. The final corpus of literature was then subjected to a qualitative thematic analysis, which
involved an iterative process of coding and categorization to identify, analyze, and report the central themes and sub-themes that
structure the discourse on Somaliland's IGR, thereby providing a coherent and synthesized overview of the state of knowledge on
this complex subject.

3. THEMATIC ANALYSIS: MAPPING THE LITERATURE ON SOMALILAND'S IGR
3.1. Theme 1: The Primacy of the Recognition Question

The academic and policy discourse surrounding Somaliland's intergovernmental relations is overwhelmingly structured by the
central, and often determinative, question of sovereign recognition. This theme does not merely represent one area of inquiry but
constitutes the foundational lens through which nearly all other aspects of Somaliland's international engagement are filtered and
understood. The literature synthesizes a complex narrative where Somaliland’s extensive network of informal and pragmatic
relations is consistently analyzed not as an end in itself, but as a protracted campaign for ultimate diplomatic acceptance. This
framing, as detailed in recent scholarship, establishes a pervasive "recognition imperative," where every diplomatic meeting,
economic partnership, or security arrangement is scrutinized for its potential to either advance or hinder the goal of statehood
(Hoehne, 2023). Consequently, the vast majority of academic work is dedicated to dissecting the legal, political, and strategic barriers
to this recognition, often treating Somaliland’s de facto statehood as an unresolved anomaly that the international system must
somehow resolve, rather than a stable political reality to be engaged with on its own terms. This primacy of the recognition question
creates a scholarly landscape that is deeply normative and prescriptive, with a significant portion of the literature implicitly or
explicitly arguing for or against recognition based on various interpretations of law, history, and political expediency (Ibrahim,
2023).

Sub-theme 1.1: The African Union and the Sanctity of Borders

The African Union (AU) stands as the most significant institutional embodiment of the principle of uti possidetis juris, the
inviolability of colonial borders, and thus features prominently in the literature as the primary structural gatekeeper to Somaliland's
recognition. The legacy of the 1964 Cairo Declaration is repeatedly cited as the cornerstone of the AU's institutional philosophy, a
doctrine born from the pragmatic need to prevent endless border wars on a continent of artificial states. Analysis of the AU's stance
reveals a deep-seated institutional caution, often described as the "Somalia dilemma,” where the unique historical credentials of
Somaliland are acknowledged internally but are deemed insufficient to override the paramount concern for territorial integrity
(Dersso, 2022). This creates a paralyzing precedent aversion within the AU’s political organs, where even member states sympathetic
to Somaliland's cause are reluctant to unilaterally break ranks without a clear lead from the continental body, fearing the potential
domino effect across other secessionist contexts in Africa (African Union, 2022).

This institutional inertia is compounded by the AU's complex relationship with the Federal Government of Somalia (FGS). The
literature details how the AU, along with the United Nations, is heavily invested in the state-building project in Mogadishu, providing
political, financial, and military support through missions like AMISOM/ATMIS. Granting recognition to Somaliland is perceived
within this framework as fundamentally undermining this decades-long investment and potentially catalyzing the complete collapse
of the fragile Somali state. This positions the AU in a profound contradiction: it is simultaneously advocating for the creation of a
stable, federal Somalia while engaging with a territorially separate entity, Somaliland, that has already achieved a level of stability
and governance that Mogadishu has not (International Crisis Group, 2023). This paradox forces the AU into a position of strategic
ambiguity, where it encourages dialogue between Hargeisa and Mogadishu but refuses to countenance any outcome that would
formally alter the borders of the Somali Republic.

However, the literature also explores the nascent cracks and evolving debates within this rigid framework. Scholars point to the 2005
AU Fact-Finding Mission report, which famously concluded that Somaliland's case was "unique™ and should not be linked to the
"negative notion of Balkanization," as a critical moment that continues to fuel advocacy and scholarly argument. More recent
analyses investigate whether the AU's own constitutive principles are increasingly in tension. The organization's commitment to
democratic governance, popular will, and the right to peace and security, all principles that Somaliland claims to uphold, are now
being leveraged by proponents to argue for a more flexible, normative application of the border sanctity doctrine (Gebremedhin,
2023). This suggests a slow-burning internal debate about whether the AU's foundational principles, designed for the post-
independence era, require updating to address the realities of successful, democratic secession from a failed state.

Ultimately, the scholarly consensus captured in the latest research indicates that while the AU remains the most significant hurdle

to recognition, it is also the most critical potential catalyst. A change in the AU's position would instantly legitimize the actions of

individual member states and reshape the entire international calculus regarding Somaliland. Therefore, the literature on this sub-

theme is not static; it actively tracks diplomatic maneuvers and speculates on potential compromise solutions, such as a managed
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recognition process or a special associated status within the AU (Hirsch, 2024). The enduring focus on the AU underscores a
fundamental truth about the modern international system: for a post-colonial African state to achieve legitimacy, the consent of its
continental peers, as institutionalized in the AU, is the indispensable first step, making the analysis of its politics and principles
absolutely central to understanding the recognition impasse.

Sub-theme 1.2: The Role of Key International Actors

Beyond the continental framework of the AU, the literature dedicates significant attention to the policies and strategies of key
international states, which are characterized by a pervasive and calculated policy of "strategic ambiguity” or "pragmatic
engagement." This sub-theme analyzes how major powers and regional states navigate the dissonance between their formal
diplomatic stance, which upholds the territorial integrity of Somalia, and their operational necessities, which require direct and
functional relationships with the authorities in Hargeisa. Recent analyses reveal a clear pattern where states like the United States,
the United Kingdom, the European Union, and Ethiopia have developed sophisticated, dual-track approaches (European
Commission, 2023). Officially, they channel development aid and political dialogue through Mogadishu to maintain diplomatic
correctness, while simultaneously establishing direct lines of communication and cooperation with Somaliland for issues deemed
critical to their national interests, such as counter-terrorism, maritime security, and trade promotion.

A central node in this network is Ethiopia, whose engagement is analyzed as being driven by paramount strategic and economic
imperatives, primarily the quest for secure and diversified port access. The literature details how Ethiopia, as a landlocked regional
hegemon, has cultivated a uniquely deep relationship with Somaliland, encompassing security cooperation, political dialogue, and
landmark commercial agreements for the use of the port of Berbera (Vaughan, 2023). This relationship exists in a legal gray zone;
while stopping short of formal recognition, the depth of intergovernmental integration often resembles that of sovereign states. This
creates a constant source of diplomatic friction with Mogadishu and exemplifies how regional practicalities can strain the uniform
application of the territorial integrity principle. Ethiopia's balancing act is a classic example of "strategic ambiguity,” leveraging its
relationship with Somaliland to secure vital national interests while carefully avoiding a definitive break that would isolate it within
the AU or destabilize the wider region (ICJ, 2022).

The policies of Western powers, particularly the United States and the United Kingdom, are dissected with a focus on their security
and governance interests. The literature indicates that for the US and EU, Somaliland represents a rare stable partner in the Horn of
Africa, crucial for combating terrorism, piracy, and managing migration routes. This has led to direct engagement with Somaliland's
security forces and government institutions, often bypassing the FGS entirely on these specific issues (US Department of State,
2023). Meanwhile, the UK's relationship is frequently analyzed through the lens of its colonial legacy and a sense of historical
responsibility, which manifests in strong development support and political advocacy within, but not beyond, the confines of the
international consensus (Foreign & Commonwealth Office, 2023). These Western actors engage in a form of "diplomatic hedging,"
using development aid, technical assistance, and high-level visits to strengthen Somaliland's institutions as a de facto state, while
their rhetoric remains firmly anchored to the concept of a unified Somalia.

The literature concludes that this collective "strategic ambiguity"” among key international actors is a stable, if deeply unsatisfactory,
equilibrium for all parties except Somaliland itself. It allows external states to manage their relations with both Mogadishu and
Hargeisa without forcing a binary choice, thereby preserving their diplomatic flexibility and advancing their immediate interests.
However, as recent policy briefs argue, this policy also has a freezing effect; it provides just enough support and legitimacy to sustain
Somaliland's status quo but insufficient political capital to fundamentally resolve its legal limbo (Chatham House, 2023). This sub-
theme ultimately portrays the international community not as a monolithic bloc opposed to Somaliland, but as a collection of rational
actors making calculated decisions to engage with the reality of its statehood while deferring indefinitely the politically costly
decision of formally acknowledging it, thereby perpetuating the very anomaly they are navigating.

Sub-theme 1.3: The ""Somaliland Model"* of Statehood

A deeply normative and influential sub-theme in the literature debates the "Somaliland Model" of statehood, questioning whether its
organic, bottom-up process of state formation and its relative stability and democracy create a compelling case for a new, empirically-
grounded standard for recognition. Proponents of this view argue that Somaliland represents a "virtuous" exception to the violent
and destabilizing patterns of secessionism seen elsewhere. They contend that its statehood was not achieved primarily through war
but through a remarkable series of indigenous, clan-based reconciliation conferences that produced a hybrid political system blending
traditional institutions with modern multi-party democracy (Walls, 2024). This narrative positions Somaliland as a legitimate
political entity that earned its sovereignty through a social contract with its people, thereby presenting a powerful moral and political
argument that challenges the rigid, legally-formalistic criteria of the Montevideo Convention (Bradbury, 2023).
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The scholarly debate around this model often centers on its potential as a precedent. Advocates posit that recognizing Somaliland
would not open "Pandora's Box" as often feared, but would instead establish a positive precedent for peaceful and democratic self-
determination. They argue that the international system, by refusing to reward Somaliland's success, is perversely incentivizing
violence and intransigence among other secessionist movements, who see that peaceful state-building is insufficient for international
acceptance (Pegg & Kolstg, 2023). This argument, captured in recent comparative studies of de facto states, calls for a "revisionist"
approach to recognition, one that prioritizes empirical indicators of statehood—effective control, democratic legitimacy, and a
commitment to human security—over the abstract and often destabilizing principle of territorial integrity in situations where the
parent state has manifestly failed.

Conversely, a significant body of literature offers a critical counterpoint, warning of the profound risks inherent in endorsing any
"model" of secession, no matter how meritorious. Critics argue that the international system's stability relies on clear, predictable
rules, and that creating exceptions, even for a case as unique as Somaliland, would inevitably be exploited by less legitimate
movements. The very act of defining a "Somaliland Model," they caution, could provide a rhetorical and political toolkit for
separatists worldwide, who would seek to frame their own struggles in similar terms, thereby destabilizing numerous multi-ethnic
states, particularly in Africa and Asia (Mazzitelli, 2023). This perspective, reaffirmed in recent analyses of international law,
maintains that the costs of altering the current system are simply too high, and that the international community's primary duty
remains the preservation of stability through the maintenance of existing borders (Shaw, 2024).

Ultimately, the discourse on the "Somaliland Model" transcends the specific case study to engage in a fundamental philosophical
contest over the sources of political legitimacy and the future of sovereignty in the 21st century. It pits a communitarian view of
legitimacy, derived from the will and effective governance of a territorially-bound people, against a legal-institutional view that
privileges the inherited structures of the international order. As this debate remains largely academic for now, with no major power
willing to act upon its normative implications, the "Somaliland Model" persists primarily as a powerful rhetorical and ethical tool
within the literature (Hansen, 2023). It provides a compelling justification for those arguing that the international system's rules are
ill-equipped to deal with the complex realities of state failure and successful sub-state governance, ensuring that this sub-theme
remains a central and vibrant part of the overarching recognition narrative.

3.2. Theme 2: Functional and Informal IGR: Beyond Formal Diplomacy

A significant and growing body of literature moves beyond the normative question of recognition to empirically examine how
intergovernmental relations (IGR) function in practice, revealing a complex ecosystem of engagement that operates in the shadow
of non-recognition. This thematic strand synthesizes the myriad ways in which Somaliland has become integrated into regional and
global networks through functional, pragmatic, and often informal channels. While formal diplomacy remains elusive, the day-to-
day interactions between Somaliland’s government and foreign states, international organizations, and sub-national actors constitute
a de facto form of statecraft that sustains its economy and administration. As Phillips (2023) argues, this "governance despite
sovereignty" demonstrates that international agency is not solely contingent on legal status but can be constructed through consistent,
needs-based interaction. The literature in this theme collectively portrays Somaliland not as a passive object of international politics,
but as an active agent that has skillfully cultivated a web of relationships that confer a measure of operational legitimacy, effectively
bypassing the political and legal logjam that defines its formal standing on the world stage.

Sub-theme 2.1: Development and Humanitarian Aid as De Facto IGR

The channeling of development and humanitarian aid represents one of the most robust and institutionalized forms of de facto
intergovernmental relations between Somaliland and the international community. A substantial body of work details how major
bilateral and multilateral donors, including the European Union, the United Kingdom's FCDO, USAID, and UNDP, have established
direct implementation partnerships with line ministries in Hargeisa. This direct engagement necessitates a continuous cycle of
negotiation, planning, and monitoring, effectively treating Somaliland’s government as the legitimate administrative authority within
its territory. As documented by the Rift Valley Institute (2023), these arrangements involve complex legal fictions, where aid is often
formally signed with the Federal Government of Somalia (FGS) in Mogadishu but is functionally implemented through and with the
full cooperation of the Somaliland government, creating a parallel and more effective governance structure for aid delivery.

This direct donor engagement has profound implications for state capacity and legitimacy within Somaliland. The literature
highlights how this influx of resources and technical assistance has become a critical component of Somaliland’s own state-building
project, allowing it to fund public services, build infrastructure, and pay civil servants. According to a recent study by the World
Bank (2024), the predictability of direct budget support from certain donors has provided fiscal stability that is rare for a non-
recognized entity, enabling longer-term planning and institutional development. This process, in turn, reinforces the very
effectiveness that forms the core of Somaliland's claim to statehood, creating a virtuous cycle where functional governance attracts
direct engagement, which then further bolsters that governance.
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However, this system is not without its critics and complications. Scholars note that the aid architecture is a primary site for the
performance of "strategic ambiguity,” where donors walk a fine line to avoid antagonizing Mogadishu. This can lead to cumbersome
and inefficient reporting requirements and can limit the types of aid, particularly budget support for core security functions, that can
be provided directly (Menkhaus, 2023). Furthermore, this dependency on international aid creates its own power dynamics, where
Somaliland’s policy priorities can be subtly shaped by donor agendas, raising questions about the authenticity of its sovereignty even
in this informal sphere.

Ultimately, the development aid nexus is analyzed not merely as a charitable endeavor but as a fundamental pillar of Somaliland’s
international relations. It establishes routine, structured, and necessary contact between Somaliland’s officials and their international
counterparts, normalizing its government as a legitimate interlocutor. As put forth by Ibrahim (2024), these relationships have created
a powerful constituency within the international donor community that has a vested interest in Somaliland’s continued stability and
operational effectiveness, thereby cementing a form of IGR that, while informal, is indispensable to the functioning of both the
Somaliland state and the international humanitarian system in the Horn of Africa.

Sub-theme 2.2: Para diplomacy and Sub-state Engagement

Recognizing the barriers to formal state-to-state diplomacy, Somaliland has proactively pursued a strategy of paradiplomacy—the
conduct of international relations by sub-national entities—to build a global network of support and legitimacy. The literature on
this sub-theme examines Somaliland’s concerted efforts to cultivate relationships with regional governments, city councils, and
national parliaments abroad. These engagements, while lacking the legal force of state recognition, serve to raise Somaliland’s
international profile, foster people-to-people ties, and create political pressure within host countries for a shift in policy. A prominent
example analyzed is the Somaliland Representation in the United Kingdom, which functions akin to an embassy and actively lobbies
British parliamentarians, leading to debates in the House of Commons and cross-party groups supporting recognition (Foreign &
Commonwealth Office, 2023).

This paradiplomatic outreach often yields tangible, if symbolic, victories. Several works document the signing of cooperation
agreements and memoranda of understanding (MOUs) between Somaliland’s government and powerful sub-national entities like
the region of Hubei in China or the port city of Berbera with its counterpart in Djibouti. Furthermore, the literature highlights the
strategic engagement with national legislatures, such as the United States Congress and the Swedish Parliament, where hearings and
resolutions have brought international attention to Somaliland’s democratic credentials and unique case (Hirsch, 2024). These
parliamentary friendships are crucial as they can influence foreign policy from within, challenging the executive branch's adherence
to the strict non-recognition policy.

The strategy is also deeply symbolic, aimed at constructing a narrative of statehood through performative acts. The opening of a
"Somaliland Trade and Investment Office™ in Washington D.C., or a "Somaliland Mission™ in Taipei, functions as a physical
manifestation of its sovereign aspirations on foreign soil, even if these offices lack formal diplomatic status. As argued by Kolstg
(2023) in a comparative study of de facto states, such paradiplomatic efforts are a deliberate tool to "act like a state” in the
international arena, thereby hoping to "be treated as a state” over time. This involves mayoral delegations, cultural exchanges, and
sister-city agreements that normalize the idea of Somaliland as a distinct political entity.

In conclusion, the scholarship on paradiplomacy frames it as a vital, low-risk strategy for Somaliland to circumvent its diplomatic
isolation. While these relationships do not alter its legal status, they provide a platform for advocacy, facilitate economic and cultural
exchanges, and gradually chip away at its international invisibility. This sub-theme demonstrates that in the modern, multi-layered
international system, influence and legitimacy are not derived solely from the foreign ministry of a recognized state but can be
cultivated through a diverse network of sub-state and legislative actors, allowing Somaliland to maintain a persistent and growing
presence on the global stage.

Sub-theme 2.3: Economic and Commercial Ties as Drivers of IGR

Economic and commercial engagements constitute a powerful, interest-driven driver of intergovernmental relations for Somaliland,
often creating facts on the ground that have profound diplomatic implications. The literature in this area focuses on major
infrastructure projects and trade relationships that necessitate high-level, state-like negotiations between Somaliland’s government
and foreign corporations and states. The landmark agreement with Emirati logistics giant DP World to manage and expand the Port
of Berbera is a quintessential case study. As analyzed by Vaughan (2023), this $442 million concession was not signed with
Mogadishu but directly with the Government of Somaliland, representing a massive private-sector validation of its governance and
contractual authority and effectively establishing a deep, long-term IGR channel with the United Arab Emirates.

The economic driver of IGR extends beyond single projects to encompass strategic regional partnerships. The recent, highly

controversial Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between Somaliland and Ethiopia, which reportedly includes provisions for
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naval base access in exchange for a potential pathway to recognition, is analyzed as the most explicit example of economic and
strategic interests compelling a sovereign state to engage in quasi-diplomatic relations at the highest level. This MOU, as covered
by the International Crisis Group (2024), sparked a major diplomatic crisis with Mogadishu, precisely because it demonstrated how
core economic needs—in this case, Ethiopia's quest for sea access—can pressure the wall of non-recognition, creating a direct and
consequential intergovernmental link between Addis Ababa and Hargeisa that bypasses the nominal sovereign.

Beyond these mega-deals, the literature also examines the quotidian economic ties that sustain Somaliland and foster continuous
IGR. The livestock trade, primarily with Gulf states, requires Somaliland’s Ministry of Trade to engage directly with foreign
veterinary and customs authorities to ensure the compliance of its exports with international standards. Similarly, the vast flow of
remittances from the Somaliland diaspora, a lifeline for the economy, necessitates that the government engage with foreign financial
regulators and money transfer companies to keep these channels open (Pegg, 2023). These ongoing interactions, while less glamorous
than port deals, represent a constant, functional form of international engagement that reinforces Somaliland’s operational
sovereignty.

The scholarship concludes that these commercial and economic ties are arguably the most potent force in shaping Somaliland's
practical IGR. They are driven by tangible mutual interests rather than political principles, making them more resilient to diplomatic
pressures from Mogadishu. As a Chatham House report (2023) notes, the economic reality of Somaliland as a stable market and
strategic logistics hub is increasingly difficult for the international community to ignore. These ties create powerful stakeholders—
from Emirati sovereign wealth funds to Ethiopian strategic planners—who have a material interest in the continuity and stability of
the Somaliland government, thereby weaving it ever more tightly into the fabric of regional economics and politics, regardless of its
unresolved legal status.

3.3. Theme 3: The Somaliland-Somalia Dialogue: A Case of Protracted IGR

The on-again, off-again dialogue between the governments of Somaliland and the Federal Government of Somalia (FGS) represents
a unique and critical strand of intergovernmental relations (IGR) literature, analyzing a direct bilateral process that is simultaneously
central to and constrained by the overarching sovereignty dispute. This body of work synthesizes these talks not as conventional
diplomacy between two states, but as a protracted, highly asymmetrical, and perpetually stalled form of IGR where the fundamental
agenda is the nature of the relationship itself. The dialogue is characterized by a cyclical pattern of breakthrough and breakdown,
often triggered by changes in political leadership in Mogadishu or significant external events. As the Rift Valley Institute (2023)
notes, this process is the primary internationally sanctioned forum for managing the conflict, yet it has consistently failed to resolve
core issues, instead becoming an institutionalized feature of the political landscape that serves as a barometer for the wider
Somaliland-Somalia relationship. The literature positions this dialogue as the most formal vertical IGR channel available to
Somaliland, yet one that is fraught with existential stakes and profound mutual distrust.

Sub-theme 3.1: Historical and Thematic Agendas of the Dialogue

The scholarly analysis of the Somaliland-Somalia dialogue meticulously chronicles its evolution and the persistent thematic agendas
that have defined successive rounds of talks. The historical trajectory, from the early 2012 talks in London and Dubai to the more
sustained processes facilitated by Turkey, reveals a consistent pattern: initial optimism followed by an impasse over irreconcilable
foundational positions. The literature identifies several distinct phases, each reflecting the changing political dynamics within
Somalia and the increasing institutional confidence of Somaliland (Hoehne, 2023). A key finding across these studies is that while
the tactical approaches of both sides have shifted, their strategic goals have remained fundamentally opposed, with Hargeisa seeking
a path to sovereign recognition and Mogadishu aiming for a reunified federal structure.

The thematic agenda of the dialogue is consistently framed around several intractable issues. The primary and perennial point of
contention is the ultimate status question: recognition versus unity. Scholarly work, such as that by International Crisis Group (2024),
details how this binary debate overshadows all other discussions. A second major theme is resource-sharing, particularly concerning
international aid, airspace management, and potential oil revenues, where the FGS insists on being the central conduit and Somaliland
demands direct control and access. A third critical agenda item is security cooperation, which involves navigating the complex and
often contradictory interests of regional and international actors who engage with both entities separately on security matters, as
analyzed in recent security studies (Bryden, 2023).

A particularly volatile thematic cluster concerns the status of contested regions, especially Sool and Sanaag. The literature examines
how these territorial disputes are weaponized within the dialogue, with the FGS at times supporting or exploiting conflicts involving
the SSC-Khatumo group to undermine Somaliland's territorial integrity claims (UN Security Council, 2023). This internal
fragmentation is used by Mogadishu to counter Hargeisa's narrative of being a single, coherent political unit, thereby complicating
the bilateral IGR with a multi-layered internal conflict. The management—or mismanagement—of these contested areas is shown
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to be a direct function of the stalled dialogue, creating a feedback loop of instability that further reduces the prospects for a
comprehensive agreement.

In summary, the literature on the dialogue's agenda concludes that the process is trapped in a strategic paradox. For Somaliland,
engagement is necessary to demonstrate its seriousness as an international actor and to seek a mediated path to recognition, but it
risks legitimizing the FGS's authority over its affairs. For the FGS, the talks are essential to upholding the pretence of Somali unity
and territorial integrity, but engaging Hargeisa as a counterpart inherently acknowledges its separate political authority. This
dynamic, as articulated by Ibrahim (2024), ensures that the dialogue persists as a necessary political theatre but is structurally
incapable of achieving a final resolution, as any compromise on the core issue of sovereignty is viewed as an existential loss by both
parties.

Sub-theme 3.2: The Role of International Mediation

The critical role of international third parties in facilitating the Somaliland-Somalia dialogue forms a rich sub-theme, analyzing how
external actors attempt to manage this uniquely complex IGR process. The literature identifies a shifting cast of mediators, each
bringing distinct interests and methodologies to the table. Turkey emerged as a particularly significant mediator from 2013 onwards,
leveraging its strong economic and political ties with the FGS and its substantial humanitarian presence in Somaliland to position
itself as an acceptable broker. The "Ankara process" is widely studied for its initial success in securing high-level meetings and
technical agreements, though scholars like Phillips (2023) argue that Turkey's deep investments in Mogadishu inevitably cast a
shadow over its perceived neutrality, limiting its ability to pressure the FGS to make meaningful concessions.

Earlier and concurrent efforts by Norway, the United Kingdom, the European Union, and Djibouti are also extensively analyzed.
These actors have often operated through a loose coordination mechanism known as the International Contact Group. The
comparative analysis of these mediation efforts highlights a fundamental tension in approach. Some facilitators, like Turkey, have
favored a high-level, political dialogue aimed at a grand bargain, while others, such as those championing the "technical committee™
approach, have advocated for a incremental, bottom-up strategy that would build trust through cooperation on non-political issues
like air traffic control, customs, and health (Chatham House, 2023). The literature suggests that while the latter approach has yielded
minor understandings, it has repeatedly foundered when technical agreements require political ratification that touches on the
sovereignty question.

The motivations and limitations of these international mediators are a key focus. The scholarship posits that their involvement is
driven by a combination of regional security interests, a desire to prevent renewed conflict, and the management of their own bilateral
relationships in the Horn. However, their effectiveness is consistently hampered by a lack of leverage and a collective action problem.
As Menkhaus (2024) observes, no single mediator has been willing to apply decisive pressure on either party, particularly the FGS,
for fear of destabilizing the fragile Somali government or damaging their own strategic interests. This results in a mediation paradigm
that prioritizes the mere continuation of dialogue over the achievement of substantive outcomes, effectively managing the conflict
rather than resolving it.

Ultimately, the literature on international mediation portrays it as an indispensable yet inherently constrained component of the
Somaliland-Somalia IGR. The mediators provide the essential platform, logistics, and diplomatic cover for the talks to occur, thereby
preventing a complete rupture and maintaining a critical channel of communication. However, their efforts are ultimately
circumscribed by the unyielding positions of the primary parties. A recent report from the Heritage Institute for Policy Studies (2024)
concludes that for mediation to be truly transformative, it would require a unified international front with a coherent and sustained
strategy, a degree of consensus and commitment that has so far been absent. Therefore, international mediation remains a crucial
actor in the protracted drama of the dialogue, but not yet a decisive force for its resolution.

3.4. Theme 4: Regional Security and Strategic IGR

A critical and rapidly evolving body of literature positions Somaliland not as a passive recipient of international policy but as an
active and strategic security actor in the volatile political landscape of the Horn of Africa. This thematic strand synthesizes how
Somaliland’s relative stability and strategic location have become key assets, enabling it to cultivate intergovernmental relations
(IGR) that are fundamentally driven by mutual security interests and geopolitical competition. Unlike the aid-based or dialogue-
focused IGR, these strategic engagements often involve high-stakes security cooperation and long-term infrastructure investments
that bind external powers to Hargeisa’s continued autonomy. As analyzed by Chatham House (2024), this has allowed Somaliland
to leverage its "security provider" status to gain a measure of influence and operational partnership that belies its non-recognized
status, effectively making it an indispensable, if informal, node in regional security architectures. This literature reframes Somaliland
from a secessionist problem to be solved into a strategic partner to be managed, a shift that has profound implications for its
international engagements.
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Sub-theme 4.1: Counter-Piracy and Maritime Security

The literature on counter-piracy and maritime security details how Somaliland’s proactive cooperation with international naval forces
provided a crucial entry point for its strategic integration into global security networks. During the peak of Somali piracy in the late
2000s and early 2010s, Somaliland’s coastguard and security services demonstrated effective control over its territorial waters,
cooperating with EU NAVFOR (Operation Atalanta) and other international task forces to combat pirate networks. This cooperation,
as documented in a recent UN Monitoring Group report (2023), involved intelligence sharing, permission for naval visits to Berbera,
and the prosecution of convicted pirates in Somaliland’s courts. These actions positioned Somaliland as a reliable and capable partner
in upholding maritime law and order, creating direct, operational-level IGR channels with foreign militaries and security agencies
that bypassed Mogadishu entirely.

This security cooperation has had a significant impact on Somaliland’s international standing, fostering a narrative of "responsible
actor" in a region of chaos. Scholars like Bueger & Stockbruegger (2023) argue that by effectively contributing to a global public
good—the security of international shipping lanes—Somaliland accrued a form of "performance legitimacy" in the eyes of the
international community. This practical collaboration built trust and demonstrated state capacity in a high-visibility policy area,
making it increasingly difficult for foreign powers to dismiss Somaliland’s administration as a mere local authority. The legacy of
this cooperation continues to underpin its security relationships today, providing a foundation of proven reliability upon which newer
strategic partnerships, such as with the UAE, have been built.

The transition from combating piracy to addressing broader maritime security threats, such as weapons smuggling, illegal fishing,
and terrorist movement, is a key focus of recent analysis. Somaliland’s Maritime Police Force, often supported by external donors
like the EU through its CAPTUS program, has taken on these expanded responsibilities. A 2024 report from Secure Seas highlights
how this capacity-building creates sustained, structured IGR, with foreign experts and diplomats regularly engaging with
Somaliland’s Ministry of Interior and Coast Guard on strategic planning, training, and equipment provision. This ongoing
engagement ensures that security remains a permanent and high-priority item on the agenda of Somaliland’s international relations.

In conclusion, the scholarship on this sub-theme demonstrates that maritime security cooperation has been a masterstroke of
Somaliland’s pragmatic foreign policy. It allowed Hargeisa to build essential relationships with powerful international military
actors, showcase its governance capabilities, and frame its existence as a net positive for regional and global stability. As Menkhaus
(2023) notes, this transformed the international community’s cost-benefit analysis regarding Somaliland, elevating it from a
diplomatic nuisance to a valuable security partner. This strategic utility, forged in the fight against piracy, remains a cornerstone of
its de facto IGR, providing a compelling, interest-based reason for powerful states to maintain and deepen their functional
engagement with the authorities in Hargeisa.

Sub-theme 4.2: The Geopolitics of the Red Sea

The literature on the geopolitics of the Red Sea frames Somaliland as a significant pawn and, increasingly, a savvy player in the
intensifying rivalry for influence along the world's critical maritime corridor. This sub-theme analyzes how the strategic value of
Berbera port and Somaliland’s coastline has made it a focal point for competition, particularly between the United Arab Emirates
(UAE) and the alliance of Qatar and Turkey. The UAE’s strategic depth doctrine, which seeks to secure port access from the Horn
of Africa to the Mediterranean, is identified as the primary driver behind its deep engagement with Somaliland. The DP World
concession for Berbera port and the subsequent development of an associated economic zone and military base are not seen as mere
commercial ventures, but as key components of Abu Dhabi’s broader IGR strategy to project power and counter Iranian, Qatari, and
Turkish influence in the region (International Crisis Group, 2024).

This geopolitical competition creates a complex web of IGR for Somaliland to navigate. While the UAE has emerged as its most
powerful international backer, Somaliland has also cautiously engaged with Turkey, which is the primary external patron of the
Federal Government of Somalia (FGS). The literature examines how Hargeisa walks this diplomatic tightrope, seeking to benefit
from Turkish development projects and even accepting its role as a mediator in talks with Mogadishu, all while ensuring that this
does not undermine its more substantive strategic partnership with the UAE (Verhoeven, 2023). This balancing act requires
sophisticated diplomatic maneuvering, forcing Somaliland’s government to manage relationships with mutually hostile powers, a
challenge that even recognized states find difficult.

The single most consequential event analyzed in this context is the landmark Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between
Somaliland and Ethiopia in January 2024. This agreement, which reportedly grants Ethiopia naval base access in exchange for a
pathway to potential recognition, is portrayed in the literature as a geopolitical earthquake. Scholars like Rashid (2024) argue that it
represents the ultimate manifestation of Somaliland’s ability to leverage its strategic location to pursue its core political objective.
By offering Ethiopia—a landlocked regional hegemon—the one thing it desperately needs, sea access, Somaliland successfully drew

L./
www.ijeais.org/ijamr
666



International Journal of Academic Multidisciplinary Research (IJAMR)
ISSN: 2643-9670
Vol. 9 Issue 9 September 2025, Pages: 658-670

___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
a major regional power into a direct, high-stakes IGR that explicitly challenges the authority of the FGS and the established regional
order.

The scholarship concludes that Somaliland’s position in Red Sea geopolitics is a double-edged sword. On one hand, it provides
Hargeisa with unprecedented leverage and the attention of powerful states, allowing it to secure massive investments and high-level
political engagement. As noted in a recent analysis from the Sana'a Center for Strategic Studies (2024), this has fundamentally altered
the strategic calculus, making Somaliland a recognized "piece on the Red Sea chessboard." On the other hand, this also entangles it
in dangerous regional rivalries that it cannot fully control, risking its stability and potentially militarizing its territory. Ultimately,
this sub-theme illustrates that Somaliland is no longer just a local actor with a recognition claim; it has become an integral part of
the regional security architecture, whose choices and partnerships have significant repercussions for the balance of power in the
Horn of Africa and the wider Red Sea.

4. Critical Discussion: Synthesizing the Paradox
4.1. The Coexistence of Legality and Practicality

The systematic review of the literature revealed a central and enduring paradox that defined the international community's
relationship with Somaliland. This was the stark dissonance between the unwavering adherence to the de jure legal fiction of a
unified Somali Republic and the deep, multifaceted, and pragmatic de facto intergovernmental relations (IGR) conducted with
Hargeisa as a separate entity. This was not a minor inconsistency but a fundamental feature of the international system's approach.
As the analysis demonstrated, this created a schizophrenic policy environment where actors like the EU, the UK, and the US
publicly affirmed their commitment to Somalia's unity in diplomatic forums, while their operational agencies on the ground
routinely bypassed Mogadishu to engage directly with Somaliland’s ministries. This duality, as Chatham House
(2024) suggested, was not an accident but a calculated strategy of "managed dissonance."

This paradoxical coexistence generated a complex ecosystem of ad-hoc and informal engagement mechanisms
that became normalized. The literature clearly showed that the absence of formal recognition had not resulted in isolation; instead,
it had forced the invention of a shadow diplomatic framework. Crucially, as Phillips (2023) argued, this was not a one-way street
where Somaliland simply received engagement. It actively shaped these relations, leveraging its stability and strategic location to
become an indispensable partner. Therefore, the international system was not merely reacting to Somaliland’s existence;
it was actively co-constituting its agency through these daily practices of IGR. This resulted in a situation where, as Menkhaus
(2023) noted, Somaliland was a "global governance puzzle."

Ultimately, this paradox was both unsustainable and remarkably stable. It was unsustainable because the deepening chasm between
legal theory and practical reality created increasing friction. However, the current arrangement was also stable because it served the
immediate, risk-averse interests of most international actors. This discussion, therefore, led to a critical conclusion: the "sovereignty
anomaly" was not a temporary glitch but a persistent condition that the system had learned to manage through a sophisticated blend
of legal orthodoxy and pragmatic improvisation.

4.2. Theorizing Somaliland's IGR: From De Facto States to Hybrid Governance

The case of Somaliland presented a significant challenge to mainstream International Relations (IR) theories. A Realist
perspective provided a partial explanation, as powerful states engaged with Somaliland due to compelling strategic interests.
However, Realism struggled to explain why these same states refused to grant formal recognition. Conversely, Liberal
institutionalism illuminated the functional, daily cooperation through development aid. Yet, Liberalism could not adequately account
for the persistent failure of these interactions to culminate in membership in international organizations. Constructivism, focusing
on the power of norms and identity, offered the most nuanced framework. Nevertheless, even this approach had to contend with the
powerful countervailing norm of uti possidetis.

While existing concepts like "de facto state" were useful starting points, they ultimately fell short of capturing the full complexity.
The term "de facto state" accurately described its internal attributes but often implied a condition of isolation. As this
review demonstrated, Somaliland was far from isolated. Similarly, "paradiplomacy" was too weak a descriptor for relations
that were, in practice, often state-to-state in all but name.

Therefore, it was compelling to theorize that Somaliland represented a new, hybrid form of international actor. This
hybridity was defined by its ability to exercise many of the prerogatives of a state without possessing the legal title. As proposed by
the Sana'a Center for Strategic Studies (2024), Somaliland had become a recognized "piece on the Red Sea chessboard," a strategic
actor whose influence derived not from its seat in the UN, but from its proven governance and geographic location. This hybrid
model suggested that in the 21st century, an effective international agency could be constructed from below. Somaliland,
thus, was not just an anomaly to be solved, but potentially a prototype of a new form of polity.
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4.3. The Impact on Somaliland's Internal Development

The literature consistently demonstrated that Somaliland's unique intergovernmental relations (IGR) environment exerted a profound
and dualistic influence on its internal state-building, democratization, and economic development. On one hand, the direct
engagement with international donors and partners provided critical resources that underpinned its internal consolidation. The influx
of development aid, channeled directly to its line ministries, directly funded public services, infrastructure, and civil service salaries,
thereby strengthening the state's capacity and its visible presence in the lives of its citizens (World Bank, 2024). This functional
engagement was not merely transactional; it created a virtuous cycle whereby Somaliland’s demonstrable effectiveness in
governance and project implementation bolstered its reputation as a reliable partner, which in turn justified further direct engagement
and capacity-building support from the international community (Ibrahim, 2024). This external validation and material support were
crucial in enabling the government to maintain stability and fund the early stages of its hybrid political system, blending traditional
clan structures with modern democratic institutions.

However, this same IGR environment also created significant distortions and vulnerabilities for Somaliland's internal development.
The literature highlighted a persistent tension between the government's pursuit of sovereign recognition and its pragmatic need for
international aid. This dynamic often forced Hargeisa to acquiesce to donor priorities, which at times subtly shaped its policy agenda
and raised questions about the authenticity of its sovereignty (Menkhaus, 2023). Furthermore, the structure of the aid architecture,
often mired in "strategic ambiguity,” limited the types of support available; direct budget support for core security functions, for
instance, was frequently restricted, forcing Somaliland to find alternative, often less transparent, means of financing its security
apparatus (Rift Valley Institute, 2023). Economically, while major commercial deals like the DP World port agreement provided a
massive boost and a signal of confidence, the unresolved political status deterred broader foreign direct investment and kept the cost
of capital prohibitively high, thereby constraining long-term, diversified economic growth (Chatham House, 2023).

Ultimately, the scholarly synthesis concluded that the IGR landscape fostered a specific model of development in Somaliland—one
characterized by robust internal governance but truncated economic potential and contingent international support. The economy
remained heavily dependent on livestock exports, remittances from the diaspora, and international aid, all of which were susceptible
to external shocks and political pressures (Pegg, 2023). The process of democratization, while impressive, was also shaped by this
context; international partners provided crucial technical and financial support for elections, yet the overarching goal of these partners
remained the stabilization of the region, not necessarily the unconditional success of Somaliland’s sovereign project. Consequently,
Somaliland’s internal development was not an organic, insular process but was fundamentally mediated by its anomalous
international relations, which simultaneously empowered and constrained its state-building journey, creating a polity that was
internally robust yet perpetually vulnerable to the whims of an international system that refused to fully accept it.

5. CONCLUSIONS
5.1. Summary of Findings

The systematic review demonstrated that intergovernmental relations (IGR) with Somaliland were a multifaceted and dynamic
phenomenon, operating simultaneously across formal, informal, functional, and strategic levels. The central finding was the
profound paradox that defined these relations: the international community steadfastly upheld the de jure legal principle of a unified
Somali Republic while simultaneously engaged in deep, pragmatic de facto relations with Somaliland as a separate governing entity.
This was not an accidental inconsistency but a calculated strategy of "managed dissonance." The analysis revealed that
Somaliland was not isolated; it was enmeshed in a sophisticated, if legally ambiguous, network of engagements. This included the
protracted vertical dialogue with the Federal Government of Somalia (FGS), as well as the more dynamic horizontal relations with
states like Ethiopia and the UAE. Furthermore, the channeling of development aid directly to Hargeisa’s ministries and Somaliland’s
strategic role in regional security had created a form of operational legitimacy that sustained its economy and administration.
Ultimately, the "sovereignty anomaly" was revealed not as a temporary glitch but as a persistent condition that the international
system had learned to manage.

5.2. Identified Gaps in the Literature

Despite a growing body of scholarship, significant gaps remained in the understanding of Somaliland's unique international
position. Methodologically, there was a notable scarcity of large-N comparative studies and a lack of fieldwork-based research on
the micro-level implementation of IGR.

Thematically, several critical areas were underexplored. The influential role of non-state actors in shaping IGR had required deeper
analysis. A detailed examination of the economic costs and benefits of non-recognition was also needed. Additionally, emerging
drivers of engagement, particularly climate change, presented a new frontier for IGR that had yet to be systematically studied.
Finally, rigorous comparative analyses with other cases like Taiwan and Kosovo were lacking.
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5.3. 5.3. Avenues for Future Research

Investigate Negotiation Dynamics through Process-Tracing. Future research should employ qualitative methods like process-tracing
to dissect the precise sequences of events and decision-making logics within key intergovernmental negotiations. This approach
would be particularly valuable for understanding the intricacies of major agreements, such as the Ethiopia-Somaliland Memorandum
of Understanding or the DP World port deal, moving beyond the public outcomes to reveal the underlying bargaining processes and
turning points.

Apply Innovative Theoretical Frameworks. The field would benefit from applying new theoretical lenses to reinterpret Somaliland's
international relations. For instance, Network Theory could be used to map the complex web of formal and informal ties that
constitute Somaliland's global presence, while an "Everyday IR" approach could explore how the state of non-recognition is
experienced, navigated, and contested by officials, businesspeople, and citizens in their daily lives.

Prioritize Primary Data Collection through Fieldwork. There is a critical need to ground future studies in robust empirical evidence
gathered firsthand. This requires a dedicated shift towards fieldwork, including conducting confidential interviews with policymakers
in Hargeisa, Mogadishu, and partner capitals, and undertaking ethnographic work within Somaliland's institutions to understand the
internal mechanisms and perspectives that shape its foreign policy and engagement with the world.
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