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How the opportunists "fight" for
democratic rights!

A people's struggle for freedom : ‘and sovereignty is
far-reaching characterized by ups and downs. The rev-
olutionary struggle af the Ethiopian people since
1974 clearly reveals this fact.

In fact, the year which has just passced by, constitute
an important stage that is marked by the devotion and
courage of our comrades who have secrificed their lives
in the service of the Revolution, During this stage
there has been successive vopular victories and occasi-
onal defeats, offensive and defensive periods, phases
of development of the struggle as well as its relative
stagnation, moments of euphoriz and crisis. Though
threatened by total undermination the revolution in
our country harc often proved to revive and advance its
way irresistibly forward to the final victory,

The different stages marking the tortuous road of
the revolution in Bthiopia have many diversified aspects
The revolutionary offensive of the broad maszes has
not only limited itself to the. extermination of paid-
assassins of reactionaries and the spread of red terror,
but also, has paved the way for the achievement of
political, ideological and organizational ta2sks necess-
ary for the victory of the revolution, and for the
people's victory over reactionaries and opportunists
of all brands., In like manner, the counter-offensive
of the reactionaries has not limited itself to the
systematic licuidation of our comrades in arms, it
has also undenizbly created conditions that are favou-
rable for discrediting the political, ideological and
organizational victories that have been obtained, 3

dhen the reaction takes tre offensive, the mass org-
crizations weaken, their political hegémony pragressi-
vely makes way for the anti-popular structure of the
old order, the ideological positions "recognized by all"
are questioned, and ideological clarity makes way pro-
gressively for confusion fomented by rectionaries.
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Such iz the situntion that characterizes &thiopia of
todey. The eoctlon ry offensive which btegarn in March

1977 2nd has constantly beer egrining new impetus has
not only been lirited to politic¢al assassinztions. Di-
rectly connected with this phenorenon is the weakening
of Kebeles ( Urban dwellers 4ss.), Revolution Iefense
Committees, Peacant and workers' organizations, the
nrogrescive disappearance of democr:stic liberties, the
resurgence of scbotage due to bureaucracy, ideological
confusion encoureged by the oprortunisis, tke reappear-
ance of theces rejected in the past, etc. Su are the
everyday reczlities which prove bveyond doubt tnat the
revolutioncry moverent is todey on the defencive,

‘The vnurcvose of this article is to uncover the nature
of the reactiorary campzign begun on the ideologicel
front. This reactionary offensive today tries to breed
confusion over ideclogical achievementis, pretends to
reanimate the "debates" on cuestions which have already
been solved; in cshort, it aims ot snrreading the venom
of right-wing opportunism.

ahen the reactionaries went Tto busy themselves with
the people, they clwzys revert - oné¢ the history of
revolutions 21l over the world hcs amply proved this -
to their "left-wing" posture so 2s to better cerry out
their insidious uncermining of the ideological front.
The veonles of .thiopia know the crimes committed by
the"eft" opnortunists of the EPRP, The ZPRP has defi-
nitely bveen defexted in the ideologiczl strugele, co
ve ore rot goines to torry zny further on this cuestion.
Todey those who want to cuestion thie ideolorical vic-
tery over the Zi2FP, those who w'nt to treed confusion,
are right ooportunists. The 2pnesrance =nd the ctreng-
thening of ‘richt -onparturisn is dlrectly connected with
the decline of the revolutionary novement and with the
rise of right-wing elhrﬁntc in generzl., This vecilla-

ting elementsof right opportunism, claim to renrnimste
"the dehates" on derocr? ic literties. It is esrentizl-
1" u;der this oretexrt that they breed total confucion

. the ideological level.,

”ﬂo democretic cuestion iz ore of the fundrmental
ouestions ¢f the nstionil demoeratice revolution. This
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cuestion veing directly related to that of land. Lenin
often snoke of Mhe ouestion of land and liverty.® More-
over, there was a time when the oriority of this cues-
tion was recognized by all,

sefore the right opnortunists decl-red cuite simply
that "it was not necessary to proclaim de-ocratic li-
berties since enough of them 2lready existed," (%) no
one, not even the outsvoken rezctionaries openly opposed
the people's democratic claims. In order to fight these
claims, the right made use at thot time of left oppor-
tunists. Remember the LPRP slog:ns encouraging the pea-
sentry not to organize itself into associations, under -
the pretext that "peassant organizations were instruments
of fascism" (!), Today this same right has chonged tac-
tics and now uses the intellectuals among right opnor-
tunists. To reveal the bankruptsy of the right oppor-
tunists, it is worthwhile to recall the victories won
against the "left" opporturists in the debzte over ‘the
cuestion of democrstic rights,

In siving the DERG "ecritical supvort", tae revolution-
aries distinguished themselves from right and left oppor-
tunists. In the position which they adopted, the cuestion
of democracy was given prominence. When the DERG took -
progressive measures, the revolutionary forces suppor-
ted them despite attocks by "left" opportunists, Con-
scious of the fact thot these measures could only be
applied by the peonle, the revolutionaries fought for
democratic rights co ze to create 2 favourzbhle condi-
tion in which to apnly the vrogressive measures, With-
out seeking to "scve ineir stake" they firmly condermned
each and every enti-democratic step of the DERG, In
skort, the true prosressives vaged an unrelentlecs war
for the democratic rizhts of the masses.

Under the rule of the ZNDALKATCHEW government (1974)
the democratic clzims of the masses gained suvport from
all progressives., Thus, the reaction, unable to fight
these clzims, scusht to spread confusion over the cues-
tion of "for whor"? and "why"? democratic freedom had
to be proclaimed.

It is from this reriod thot the ZPRP ideologists deman-
ded democratic liberties for all Zthiopian citizens in
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the articles that appeared in the "revolutionary forum"
of the officizl newspaner "Addis Zemen". The revolutio-
naries strorgly attacked this bourgois approach to de-
mocrzcy by dom'rclng in turn for democratic rights for
the broad masses and only for the broad masses, thus
echoing the slogan: "Democracy for the oppressed".

ifter denouncing the content of the reactionary slo-
fans "Democrecy without restrictions!", which meant de-
mocracy for all the social classes, it weas necessary to
specify thet freedom for the oppressed social classes
had to be unrestricted. Thus the final slogan wass "De-
mocracy for the masses, without restrictions!"™ This spe-—
cification was necessary because some rezctionary ele-
ments in the D4RG and right opportunists were trying to
force through their own slogans "Democracy for the mas-
ses, but with restrictions (!)"

Let us now examine one of the aspectc of the debate
that wos going on at that time. In December 15 975, the
DuRG launched a "petty-bourgeois socialism" under the
lebel of "Hthiori-n sociclism", and on the same occasion
announced the forthcoming creation of a "unioue socia~-
list purty". The pocition of the revolutionzry forces
was categoricil on this guestion. It was a matter of
1 iz hthw ag2inst the creation of such a party, bureau-
cratically imposed, and to fight for the respect of the
neonle s rigits of organization. To the DERG and right
ovportunists, the cuestion of democracy was in timately
related to the creation of a one party system. "Grant"

derocratic rights after the creation of 2 one party sys-
ter and under the control of that party: such was the in-
tention of the Ux3G and right opportunists. It was in
order to stclemate this policy that a debate was engaged
on the theme: "Democracy, but why?". The alternative put
Torward by the revolutionaries wes clearly stated during
this debote: no to the one party system, democracy for
o that they could organize themselves accor-
ding to their n1""5 interests and thereby lay the foun-

1

dation of the cnti-feudal and anti-imperialist United
“ront,

This cdetzte, therefore, offered the opportunity of
fighting 2goinst the limits imposed by the one narty Sy-—
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stem, and of showing the necessity for the founding of
a party of the working class, of democratic parties, of
the orgenization of the masses, and of the United Front.
Thue the slogan "Democracy for the. masses, withaut -
restrictions!" came out victorious,

The ideological struggle of the revolutionary forces
over the ouestion of democracy did not stop at this le-
vel., After losing the fight on the previous points, the
reactionary elements of the DIRG and the right opportu-
pists fell back on the cuestion: "Democracy when?" Some
still cling to the argument thot "If democratic freedom
is proclaimed today, the reaction will use it, Conse-
ouently, one should wait until the people's degree of
consciousness and organization is cufficiently develo-
ped and the reaction sufficiently weakened." However,
this argument has not pnid off. The Ztiopian pcovle have
understood that this was a trap, for, if in order to
weaken the reaction it is necessary to raise the people's
level of conscioucness and of organization, this can on-
ly be done effectively by the proclaiming of democratic
liberties - a prime condition. Having understood this
reality, the people are conseouently asking for immedi-
ate proclamation of democratic liberties,

In summary, we can say that it is through a relentless
ideological struggle that the revolutionary forces have
rightly counter-struck the different attempts of the re-
actionaries and right and left opnertunists. The cues-
tiong concerning democratic rights have clear, precise
and firm answers. These just positions have been largely
adopted by the masses. 5

Today, some try to cuestion these ideological achieve-
mente. If we examine the Programme of the National Demo-
cratic Revolution, the common platform of 2ll the pro-
grescive forces, we find that it clearly reveals the
victories won over the reastionary forces in the ideo-
logical strugsle. This programme, which was proclained
after the ideologiczl defeat of the "left" opportunists
and in the heat of & revoluticnary offencive, clearly
answers the cuestions regarding democratic liberties.

It is clear that the attempts of right ovportunists "to
set the debate going again" only aim at betraying the
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revcluticnzry contents of {the Programme, The Programme
resultins from the victories over the reactionary for-
ces, sayc withoul. ideological amtiguties ",,, Hence,
the following zteps recuire immediate implementztion:

1/ The revolution can advance forward only if the popu-
lar macces zre made politically conscious, and are orga-
nized znd -rmed. but in order to do thése, all cectors
of tre onoressed classes must be furnished with the op-

vortunity to ee rn, to teach, to organize znd be orga-
niged., #or zl hese, it is imperztive to »ut into »rac-
tice an urrestricted exercice of democratic rignts for

c'I-

all erti-feudal, anti-inmperialist and anti-buresucratic
capit~list for~ez. These forces will be immedi-~tely ac—
cordéed full freedom to speak, to write, to assemble, to
demonstrzte peacefully, to orgw~1ze and be organized.,"
Hith tre zim of putting this victory into action the
"Provizional (Office for Hass Organizational Affezirs"
(rO.0a) immediztely drafted a bill approving "democratic
rights for ire people, without any restrictions". Under

I

the pressure of rightist elements: of the BALTH/ALuaYHHU
clicue tire bill was rejected by the DERG. It should be
reczlled thet immediatcly after this clicue was crushed,
the present hesd of State as well as the "Union of
rarxict-Lerinist Crganisaticns" underlined the importonce
of proclsiming he bill.

In short, vefore the sudden change of right cpportu-
nists ulways in the forefront in beitrazying the revolution,
and rzore pariiculesry in o moment of 2 counter-revolutio-
ncry offersive, the ouestion of democratic liberies was

rightly aszked
le, Today the cituation has changed and this ideological
victory, wer taroush & most stubborn struggle, iz threa-—

u,
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itent -ourselves here to *he attenpts macde

2ists of the right to discredit thes

de gkzll pnalyse 2 text mnich anpeared in
issue. ¢f the review "Revolutionary =thiopia",

gon of the'"Provisionzl 0ffice for i‘ass Organisational
(#0.CL), today controled by the right ovportu-

1 this i=zsue of "Revolutionary Lthiopia', a "rezder"
asks for =r e:mlrnction of the glogens which apnecred

E

y, and this after ¢n acute ideological strugg-
<+
L
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during the demonstration of September 12 ("Immediate
proclemation of democratic rights for the people, with-
out restrictions", "Democratic rizhts for the masses",
"The messes will win democratic rights through struggle")
The editors of the review answered: "Three different po-
sitions exist tod2ay on the cuestion of democrztic rights,”
iccording to them, the three positions are grouped toge-
ther in the three sloganc mentioned in the readers cues-—
tion. Further on, the editors czll on the population to
follow the debates which will socn eppear in the columns
of newsvapers in order to adopt the "correct" position,

e are asking those people the following ocuestion: have
you already forgottern the great debate over democratic
rights, which profoundly marked the strugegle between the
two lines,with the EPRP ovportunists? Do you think that
the masses have already forgotten the ideolosical achie-
vements obtained in this struggle? As for us, we have no
reason to answer favourcbly to the invitation by rizht
opportunicsts for a "new debate" on the cuestion in the
columns of newsnavers. We ctand firmly with the Pro~ram-
me of the Hational Democratic Revolution and with the
bill which resolves the cuestion in an effectively revo-
lutionary way. That being caid, we shsll not allow the
opportunists to sprezd confusion among the masses regar-
ding the: ° ideological achievements. True to the Program-
ne of the National Democrctic Revolution, which has been
accepted and avproved by the masses, we shall denounce
211 deviation and attempts at confusion.

The right opportunists claoim trat there exists today
"three distint positions". But in actual fact there are
only two: Those who remain true to the Frogramme of the
Yational Democratic Revoluticn, and those who baclk away
from it.

If the "lMarxist-Leninist Revolutionary Orsenization®
broke the privileged links it had with WEI'SONS, it is
becauce its leadership has felt the necessity to beck
away from the fight for the immedinte proclamction of
democratic rights., The "Proletcrian League" is in the
fore front of those who, today, cuestons the necessity
of fighting for the proclamction of democratic rirhts
without restrictions for the masses. In their view, the

"without restriction" is arbiguous and consecuently it
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is necessary to re-examine the debate ended one and 2
half years ago. It is also necessary to re-examine the
Frogramme of the NDR which specifies that democratic
rights should be granted to the masses without restric-
tions. The "Froletazrian League" prefers the slogav
"Democratic rights for the masses!'" But the guestion is,
why should "without restrictions” be eliminated when it
concerns denocrztic rights? Does cll that not come to
promotinz the slogan ~- "Restricted democracy for the
broad masses?" This same slogan was put forward when the
DARG refused to aciznowledge the masses' right to orgs-
nize themselves freely, when the regime was thinking of
founding a "unicue socialist party" which would control
the application of democratic rights. The intention of
the "Proletzrizn Lecge" is clear: reconsider the masses
right to free organization, restrict democretic rishts
through cortrcl by a oneé party system. lioreover, they
clearly stzted this in their centrel organ, since, accor-
ding to threm, Tore the »rocleiming of democratic

s sgary to found a workers' party."
when the leade the "Proltarisn Lezgue" opnose the
démand ~ of the revolutionaries ond affirm thgt demo-
cratic richts should be proclaimed after the founding of
a2 "workers' parity" and under the strict control of the
latter, the 3ifference between them and the reactionary
forces iz no longer the cuestion of knowing whether de-
mocratic rignts zhould be proclaimed "immediately or la-
ter," It becomez 2 cuestion of choosing between, on the
one hond, the fourdirge of an authentic proletoriszn per-
vy, an znti-feudzl znd anti-imperizlist united front
under the leadership of the proletarian party and
genuine reprecentative mass organizations, and on the
other hand, the founding of 2 so-called "workers' narty"
formed by sorme onvortunists and notorious bureaucrats
vho would inevit acTV transform the mass orgarnirations
into an annendix of the bureaucrscy.

‘The demand "im: ed1 te ond unrestricted democratic
rignts for the masses" is a revolutionary demand which
hos clear pcr:bcntﬁves. The slogan of the leaders of
the 'Proletarizr Leogue", "iestricted democracy for the

asses!" in accerdance with their “notion" of organiza
ion is a demand which will inevitably ensure the v1ctory

rights, it i

N
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of a handful of reactionaries as well zs the supremacy
of bureaucracy and the treacherous petty-bourgeoisie.

It is however significant that those who are today
accused of having "fled the revolution" are those who
have remained true to the demand: "Immediate and unre-
stricted democracy for the masses!"™ But, if our memory
ie right, following the crushing of the THFERI BANTE/
2L AYSHU clicue, accused of having delayed the procla-
mation of democratic rights, today's opportunists were
curiously in the vanguard of the fight for democracy,

In the common declzration of the five marxist-leninist
organizations, they, too, had taken the offensive along-
side the people. In February 1977, the broad masses in-
tensified their offensive by taking free revolutionary
actions. The reactionaries were haraszsed from all sides.
During this period, the opportunists, true to themselves,
cried out loudest. They declzred everywhere that "demo-
cratic rights were more necessary than ever in order to
wipe out the reaction." They called for increased repres-
sion of the reactionaries. In the declaration of the
marxist-leninist orgonizations, they were unanimously

in favour of "the fight for the proclamation of democra-
tic rights." Nevertheless, this "unanimity" only lasted
for the time of the revolutionary offensive. When the
revolutionary movement took to the defensive, and the
revolutionary victories were being threatened, the ar-
dour of the opportunists calmed, Once again, true to
themselves, they progressively z2bandoned their claims
and allied with the enemy. They showed clearly that

they were unable to face a stronger enemy, that they
hiad the tendency of allying with him in whose favour

the balance of power played, without worrying about his
rature. /hile the reaction has taken the upper hand at
2ll levels: acceleration of repression, reintegration
of bureaucrats in key-posts, liberation of reactionary
nolitical prisoners, etc.,the opvortunists, in order to
justify their collaboration, affirm that the reaction
has been wiped out and that democratic rights, which
they themselves asked for, are today resnected. Thus

the demond: "Immediate and unrestricted democratic rights
for the masses!" is in their view, a demand without an
essence,
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In fact, in order to nide their treason, the opportu-
nists have to choose between a lie and nonsenses either
2ffirm that the counter-revolution has been wipned out
totally, or csupport the thesis claiming that democratic
freedom ic rot necessary decpite the offensive launched
by the reaction. Whotever their acrobatics may be, the *
concrete situation in Bthiopia proves them Wwrong. Conse-
cuently, the rezl choise they have is the following: i
eitrher return to the right position or hold to their
own, surely to be rejected by the people and thrown into
kistory's dust-bin.

4s for the revolutionary forces, their choice is made:
surge forwards with the Programme of the hational Demo-
cratic Revolution, unrelentlessly denounce zll opportu-
nict deviations, znd face the the reaction with determi-
nation.

On the cuestion of democratic rights, the revolutionary
forcec wave the slogan: "Unrestricted and immedinte de-
mocrztic rights for the messes!"™ and fight for tae pro-
clamation of the bill drefied by the "Provisional Office
for lass Organizational Affairs® (FUMO4) of those days.
We demand the liberction of our comrades imprisoned at
the instigation of the bureaucracy, and we shall fight to
wipe out the pressure of the old bureaucracy of EHaile
Sellassie on the mass organizations, in order to streng-
then the nonular ctructures vherever they mey be. #inal-
1y the revolutionary forces systemntically dencunce the
confusion vernetrrted by right opportunists, in order to
uncover their true nature,

The strugszle begun will bhe unrelentless, but the victo-
ry of the authcntic revolutionary forces an? of the broad
masses is ineluctable,

SITE TS MRBACHARCUS OPFORTUNIST :

PORNLRDS WITH CUR PROGRAML B! -
TEliuDIATS FREEDOI FOR TMPRISCED REVOLUTICHARIASS
DOWE WITH I.FARIALISH, FEUDALISH AND DUR AUCRATIC
CAPTTALISHY

A CONSCIOUS,CRGANIZ D AND AR:WD REVOLUTIONARY
VIULAKCS OF 4 rABSES WILL TRIUNPHS




