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METISONE and the struqole for National Independence

Ethiopia has often been portrayed as a country with a
glorlous tradition of a rich and enduring civillzation. Except
for the brief Itallan occupation in 193641, it is known as a
nation which has malntained its independence for a number of
centuries. Even during the hay days of colonial expansion,
Ethiopia successfully repulsed each and every attempt of various
forelgn pourers who wanted to put the country under their dlrectpolltical rule. It was j.n the course of thls struggle that in
I 896 at ADUIA, the Ethiopian people fought and won one of the
nost decisive battles of Africa against coloniallsm. llltrat is
even more significant is the hlstory of the victorious resis-
tance against Italian fascisn betrveen 1935 and 1941.

During these five years of brutal occupation, faced with
the overwhelning power of fascisro, betrayed by the feudal ruling
oligarchy whose top representatives led by Haile Selassle fled
to Europe, and abandoned to ltrs fate by the Iæague of Nations,
the Ethioplan people had no where to turn but to rely entirely
on their own ressources. Under these circumstances, they evolved
one of the earllest and successful cases of popular warfare.

There is much the present generation of Ethiopians 1s
proud of in this heritage. But thls is not the whole picture.
Beneath the pitoresque medievalisrn of Kings and Queens and the
excessive glorification of what often goes as the hlstory of
independent Ethiopia, lied the overuheLming reality of the
misery of our people. The ruling classes celebrated the history
of lndependence ln order to provide hlstorical legltfuiacy for
thelr continued rule and the exploitatlon of the people. The
Ethlopian people wtro suffered untold sacrlfices to safeguard
the nationts independence have become subject to the most
inhuman internal oppression.

The ruling classes tried to perpetuate their internal
domination by improvislng varlous ideological devices to project
an tnage of unfllnchlng patriotlsm and dedicatlon to the sovêr-
eignty of the uother land. But in fact, every time their 1n-
terests coincided wlth those of foreign agressors they nade
corûnon cause with the enenles of the country. On the other hand
imperlalist powers intrigued and expolted rivalries withln
the ruling circles in order to penetrate and get a foot holdin the country. Slnce the beginning of the century up to this
day, the interests of the ru11n9 classes and those of lmperialists
have Lncreasingly coincided. Therefore the struggle for soclal
Justlce has been a questlon lntlmately linked wlth the antl-
imperiallst struggle.
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Eut this fact was not clearly understood by alt Ethi.opia's
patriots of the earlier generation. During the Italian invasion
of the country, the patriotic war of resistance was seen in
isolation from the struggle against the feudal order in the
country. It is true that there were some democratic elements
who fought the occupant while at the same time opposing the
return of Haile Selassie and the monarchy. But §iven the very
Iow stage of development of the Ethiopian society, these forces
musterednei.Lher the necessary organization nor the democratic
social base which would all-ow them to reellze their objectives.
The Italian invaders took a heavy tol1 of this democratic andpatriotic sector ürich'was essentially composed of intellectuals
of the first generation. In addition to this the return of
Haile Selassie from his exile in England and the repression
unleashed against the patriots annhilated what little survived
of theeforces.

In the 1950s and specially after the signing of the so-calledrmutuaL defence pactr in 1953, Ethiopia slowly became a neo-colony
of American imperialism. To the point that in the process of
acquiring this new status, the economlc basis underwent a signi-
ficant change which nade the country a perfect example of a
semi-feudal and semi-colonial society.

Here again the relationship between the iroperi.atist domi-
nation of Ethiopia and the revol.utionary struggle was at first
quite difficult to establlsh. The condltions under which the
imperialist hold of Ethiopia was exerclsed screened off the
neo-colonial reality and the role of imperiallsm in Ethioplas
backwardness. The theme of 'à long history of independencer
as compared to the rest of Africa and the excesslve glorlflcation
and mystiftcatlon of the heroic past made lt difflcult to see
the neo-colonial reallty in its true llghts. The struggle con-
centrated on the autocracy and few people recognized that
wlthout the support of lmperiallsn the life span of the tyranny
would be much shorter. They failed to see that any movement
that fails to put the questlon of national lndependence and
the anti-imperiallst struggle at the heart of its preoccupations
could not be revolutionary. At this early stage sone êvêrr €n-
tertalned the illusion that imperiallsm could be drawn into
a position of neutralisn while they carry on the struggle
against the feudal tyranny.

This was particularly the case of the coup drEtat attempt
of Decenber 1960. This attempt, englneered by a group of offi-
cers of the loperial body guard and radlcal lntellectuals was
crushed not only by the army wtrlch steyed loyal to the Ernperor
but also by the active support of the US government. Americanpllots joined the loyalists and actlvlly participated in putting
down the rebellion.

Even lf the attempt falled, thls abortive coup setved as
a great lesson in many respects. It clearly showed to the young
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generation of Ethiopi.ans that the regime could not survive for
long wlthout tha assisstance of its imperialist allles and that
in order to achieve genuine liberatlon tha Ethiopian people
have to struggle simultaneously agalnst their twin enemiesr
feudal oppression and funperialist expoiltation.

The young student movement which during the slxties
developed to becone the nost radical po).itical opposition to
the autocracy drew the approprlate lessons fron this and other
developnents both inside Ethiopla and on the lnternational
scene.

Thls student movement was the first opposition group to
cl.earJ.y identify feudallsm and imperialism as the nain twin
enemies of the Ethiopian people and to clearly underscore the
necesity of fighting this enemies simultaneously. With thls
young generatiog and for the first time in the hlstory of the
struggle of the Ethlopian people, the cause of social justice
and that of national lndenpendence were understood ln their
lntimate correlation. The democratic opposition to the imperial
regime was thus set on a clear revolutionary course.

With the deveJ.opment of this radical movement howevet,
two things became clear to the elemnts that were at the time
the vanguards of the student opposition. Conscious of the ln-
herent limitations of any student movenent they set out to
creat the necessary revolutlonary organlzation that would con-
tinue and lead the struggle for emancipation. In the second
place the vanguard elements were convinced that only a revolu-
tionary organization guided by the teachlngs of narxism could
accomplish the revolutionary and patriotic ÿask of liberatlng
Ethlopla.

After wide ranging discusslons within the vanguard elernents
of the student movement both ln Ethiopta and abroad ( Europe,
North America...) ttre time came for the creatton of the revolu-
tionary orgaization that would lead and coordinate the struggle.
It was ln this contex and with thls conviction that these van-
guard elements created METISONE -the first revolutionary mo-
iement in Ethiopia- at a congress held in Hambourg (vl.c'ermany)
in August 1968.

The task that the orgnization set to ltself from the out-
set was very clear indeed. The struggle was to be both revo-
lutionary and patriotlc. Glven the condltions that prevailed
at that time, and the fact that Ethiopia was a neo-colony of
Anerican imperialism, the later was singled out as the naln
enemy of the countryrs national independence. But ltIErISONErs
struggle was not only ij.qiÉ Amerlcan imperiallsn. It was
also fo1 the national independence of the historic motherland.
This nuance is worth noting because without a clear understan-
ding of METISONETs early commitrnent to the honour and national
independence of Ethiopla, there can be no clear appreclation
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of its present opposition to Soviet bloc domination and exploi-
tation. Both for the eraly mili.tants of METISONE and the thou-
sands of revofutionaries that joined the organizati.on during
the subsequent years the struggle for the Ethiopian revolution
has been intimately linked with the process of national libera-
tion. Revolution has never meant and would never mean rejectlonof the trenendous and proud heritage of the Ethiopian past.

The objectives of the struggle so clearly defined the
organization had to be tested ln the heat of the tremendous
revolutionary upsurge that engulfed the country starting in
early 1974. Today, after 11 yearspf unswerving struggle in
the service of the Ethiopian peopte, ure take prlde in saying
that throughout these years of struggle and sacriflce METISONE
has fernly adhered to the revolutionary and patriotic stand
of its early days.

In a revolutionary process as complex as the one we have
experienced in Ethiopia, METISONE always tried to clearly un-
derstand the shifting alignment of forces both on the national
and international level.s and to clearly ldentify the naln
enemies of the revolution and Ethiopias natlonal independence.

Dependeing on the period under review this task was soD€-
tines easy and sometimes very complexe. During the offensive
years of the Ethiopian revol.utlon (1974-77) the identiflcation
of Aurerican i-mperialism as the rnain enemlnvas clear both to
milltants and a growing section of the populatlon. The agita-
tional and political work done before the revolutlon, specially
by the radical student novement, added to the countei rèvolu-
tionary activities of American tmperlalism and specially the
C.I.Ai nade it possible for the Ethiopian people to clearly
identify and fight their enemies with determination and vigour.

This changdwith the coming of the defensive period wtrlch
started with the alliance of the treacherous and opportunist
elements within the revoLutionary movernent and lnternal reac-
tionaries with the Sovlet bloc countrles. Just as the old rightlst
atLiance (internal reactlon and American lmperialism) was cléarto see and easy to fight, soviet bloc intervention on the sideof the internal traitors wtro continued to parade as imarxistsr
and rrevolutionariesr was confusing both to the Ethiopian
people and international progresslve opinion. But for METISONE
and other revolutionaries tha change in the atignement of
forces was clear from the outset. In order to give the reader
a clear vlew of the sltuation, we may say that the two periods
of the Ethiopian revolution coincide with the struggle against
two types of alliances forrred against the cause of Ethioplats
liberation. During the first period (1974-77) the struggle
agalnst internal reaction and American lmperiallsm was to obtain
those great victorles that shook the feudo-bourgeoisie orderat lts foundation. But the second period that starts in 1977
was marked by an increaslngly rearguard battle to defend the
galns of the'Ethloplan revolutlon àgainst the new effiEr !evo-
lutionary alliance.

( To be contlnued)
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