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                                         SHIFTA AMBUSH IN ERITREA

                                           BRITISH GROUP ATTACKED

                                      FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT

   ASMARA FEB. 27

   One British soldier and one Eritrean policeman were wounded when an army and police “Ferrer Force” group was ambushed this afternoon by a large band of Shifta, or armed bandits, in Dorfu Valley, about 20 miles east of here. Fighting is still in progress and few details are available. The group comprises one section from the 1st Battalion, the South Wales Borderers, 10 policemen, and a number of armed tribesmen. The attacking force is reported to include about 40 riflemen. The British group is believed to be part of a large formation gathered to destroy the increasing number of Shifta who have been terrorizing Italian farm concessions near by. 

   The total curfew in the native quarter here was relaxed to-day as the number of riot incidents dwindled. Only two bombs were thrown last night, and the amount of looting was negligible. It would appear that the appeals for peace made by the Coptic Bishop and the Muslim Mufti have had some effect. Many young Coptic Christian hooligans are still in an ugly mood, however, and constant patrolling by young national service troops is considered necessary to restrain them. Three companies are assisting the civil authorities.

   To-day the native quarter presented a scene of devastation when work began on assessing the damage and clearing the streets.

   The inquiry into the causes of the riots opened to-day. The chairman is the Chief Secretary, Sir Fredrick Pearce. The United Nations commission for Eritrea to-day left Asmara for its inquiry in the rural districts.

   ADDIS ABABA, Feb. 27 – Emperor Haile Selassie to-night condemned the acts of violence in Eritrea, saying that they prevented the United Nations commission from studying the situation objectively. He added that this re-examination could only confirm what had already been proved beyond doubt. Ethiopia deplored the “reactivated campaign of incitement with foreign funds from sources which had solemnly assured us of disinterestedness.” -- Reuter
                                                         * * *
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                                         ETHIOPIA AND ERITREA

                                          EMPEROR’S ANXIETY
                                            FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT
ADDIS ABABA, March 22

   The Emperor of Ethiopia, Haile Selassie, to-day told our correspondent that the Eritrean problem must be solved immediately if further unrest were to be avoided in East Africa. 

   The Emperor said he would accept the wishes of the Eritrean people in regard to the political future of the territory but he would reject trusteeship if it were proposed by the United Nations Commission because it would only postpone a final decision. A partition of the territory would be considered, but in spite of Italian meddling the wishes of the inhabitants were apparent. The situation has deteriorated, however, in that Italy has reasserted its influence in the territory. 

   Stories of religious and racial discrimination in Ethiopia were untrue, the Emperor declared. Muslims had complete religious freedom and opportunity for advancement. He had invited some Eritrean Muslim leaders to visit Ethiopia to see for themselves. Italians in Eritrea had nothing to fear if the territory were ceded to Ethiopia. There were nearly 6,000 living in his empire to-day and they were given the same privileges as those extended to other foreigners. Most of them have found their niche in the country’s economic life and were prospering. Certainly none had been ill-treated since his restoration. 

   The Emperor considered the return to Italy of Somaliland was unjust and an outrage. No effort had been made to consider the wishes of the inhabitants and Ethiopian national security had been ignored. Furthermore he was not convinced that the Italian record during the last 50 years and her failure to assist the population to prepare for self-government provided evidence of the possibility of her doing so during the next 10 years. 

                                                 DENIAL OF WATERHOLES

   It is also being reported here that nearly 5,000 Italian troops have passed through Suez to Somaliland. These reports are regarded as proof of Italian bad faith. Whether they are true or not the Ethiopian Government is extremely sensitive about its southern border and troops or levies are said to be moving down. One Government official estimated the number to be about 20,000, which must be an exaggeration. The Government is prepared to garrison all the waterholes north of the frontier and deny water and pasture to Somali nomads who perforce must cross and recross the frontier in their search for grazing. The official reason given is that if Italy can prepare the Somalis for independence in 10 years she must provide water and pasture for them immediately.

** According to a dispatch from our Rome Correspondent on February 20 last the Italian garrison in Somaliland is to consist of four battalions of infantry and one of Carabinieri. 

* * *
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                                 FUTURE OF ERITREA
                       TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES

STEPHEN H. LONGRIGG

Sir, -- The letter which you publish to-day on the future of Eritrea, signed by 17 distinguished people (almost none of whom have ever visited Eritrea), contains errors of fact and suggestion which, endlessly repeated though they have been, cannot but mislead public opinion. It is, for instance, factually untrue that “if Eritrea and Ethiopia, after their liberation from Italian domination in 1941, have been united together, such a union would have met with no opposition”: it would have met with the very strongest opposition. 
It is untrue that “the overwhelming majority of the people of Eritrea” are in favour of the union: probably 40 to 45 per cent. Are in favour. It is untrue that any binding “British war-time pledges” were given in favour of an Eritrea-Ethiopia union. It is untrue that “the western province (of Eritrea) was for ages part of Ethiopia”: it was probably part of an ancient and early medieval Ethiopian kingdom, but throughout modern times it has had no bond with Ethiopia other than created by repeated slave raids by the King of Kings from his own adjacent country—raids which partly explain the detestation in which Ethiopian rule is held through western Eritrea. 

   The suggestion that Eritreans would benefit by the “secondary and technical schools” which Ethiopian rule could establish there borders on the ludicrous, Eritrea being enormously ahead of its southern neighbour in educational as, indeed, in all other public services. 
The suggestion that the Muslims of Ethiopia are happy in their subjection to a Christian empire is indeed a strange one to those familiar with Muslim feelings on the matter, whether in Ethiopia itself or in Eritrea or Somalia. The fact is that there is a strong case for some form of union of the Christian (Coptic) portion of Eritrea (that is, the central plateau) with the Ethiopian empire—though it should, if possible, be a form such as to safeguard the enormously higher standard of life, development, and public services which now prevail in Eritrea from deterioration to the Ethiopian level. 
But there is no case at all for forcing the Muslim areas of the country into such a union. Fortunately, they are geographically, as well as linguistically and culturally distinct: and distinct they should remain, as is their own most earnest desire.

   This rule should, however, I think be broken in two instances. The port of Massawa is so important as an outlet for Ethiopia that it should be assigned to that empire, in spite of its Muslim population, or should be treated as a free port for the benefit of all; and secondly, the long and almost uninhabited Dankali coast might well be assigned to Ethiopia with its port of Assab. 
Otherwise the Muslim areas of northern and western Eritrea should be given a special regime free from the menace and compulsory adhesion to Ethiopia. Such a regime would be neither difficult nor costly to establish. 

                                                 Yours faithfully,

                         STEPHEN H. LONGRIGG, Chief Administrator of Eritrea, 1942-44.

                               Rollers, Tadley, Basingstoke, Hants, Nov. 20

* * *
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                              FUTURE OF ERITREA
                    TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES
Sir, --On November 20 you published a letter advocating the annexation of Eritrea by Ethiopia. The last of the 17 signatures was almost identical with my own former one of E. F. Weiss by which I was known while serving as Civil Affairs Officer, British Military Administration, in Eritrea. Ever since my release from his Majesty’s Forces, I have strongly defended the right of the Eritreans to be spared Ethiopian domination, with all the misery it would entail for them, a point of view which you were kind enough to allow me to express in a letter published by you on April 7, 1949. 
I should be grateful if you would permit me to say that, far from having carried out any volte-face, I maintain as firmly as ever that annexation of Eritrea by Ethiopia would be a flagrant injustice to the overwhelming majority of Eritreans. 

                                                                  I am, Sir, yours truly

                                                                          E. F. Wise.

Hanford Cottage, Blandford, Dorset. 

* * *
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                          FUTURE OF ERITREA
                TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES
Sir, --I rejoice that a special committee of the United Nations has taken at last a definite steps towards the reunion of Eritrea with Ethiopia, and that proposals for dividing Eritrea on religious or geographical grounds are now liquidated. I would appeal to Brigadier Longrigg to fall in with the ideal of unity and cooperation, which has thus to a large extent won the day. “In the long run we shall unite Europe,” said Mr. Spaak.  
How much more vitally urgent it is to reunite Ethiopia, whose seaboard is occupied by colonies which are not self-supporting, which lack revenue to provide adequate social requirements for their populations, yet impose a toll upon Ethiopian produce, thereby enhancing its price, reducing its sale, and impoverishing the whole area. This unhappy condition would continue if the colonies become so-called independent States. 
   I regret that the special committee has not wholeheartedly declared for complete reunion, but I believe the people of the Ethiopian federation, on both sides of the old border, will soon remove what remains of old divisions, both moral and material. 
The projected federation is still but an outline, leaving much to fill in. There are what might prove, were there less hope of great good will, some regrettable sources of friction; for example, the separate assessment and collection of imperial taxes by Eritrea, and particularly the provision that Customs duties on goods entering and leaving the federation shall not be dealt with as a whole, but shall be assigned to Eritrea if that territory is alleged to be their final destination or origin. This might introduce suspicions that such goods were subsequently sold in Ethiopia. 
The Federal Council, composed of an equal number of representatives of the one million population of Eritrea, and of the 15 to 20 million population of Ethiopia, has only the saving merit of being advisory. The special committee’s resolution does not state whether the proposed Eritrean Representative Assembly will be democratically elected by ballot vote of the adult population; if not, accusations of unfairness may easily arise; the actual proportions of the various sections of opinion are admittedly unknown to the British Administration.
   The proposed “induction of Eritreans into all levels of the administration” by the British caretaker Government would necessitate extraordinary careful handling to avoid dissatisfaction, particularly in relation to controlling the election of the Assembly. 
The Government intended to arise from the elected Eritrean Assembly would be free, one imagines, to review the administrative staff. Britain acted wisely when granting self-government to India by abandoning all claim to representation in the Indian legislature. Such a decision by the Italians and other foreigners in Eritrea would do much to allay bitterness.
                                                     Yours, & c.,

                                                   E. SYLVIA PANKHURST.

                             3, Charteris Road, Woodford Green, Essex.

                                                                  * * *
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                                      U. N. DECISION ON ERITREA
                       AUTONOMY UNDER CROWN OF ETHIOPIA
FLUSHING MEADOW, Dec. 2. –The United Nations General Assembly by a vote of 46 to 10, with four abstentions, to-day approved to plan to federate an autonomous Eritrea with Ethiopia under the sovereignty of the Ethiopian Crown.

   The proposal is to give an Eritrean Government full powers in domestic jurisdiction, but to leave to the Federal Government the conduct of foreign affairs, currency, and trade. All inhabitants, including Italians and other foreigners, will be guaranteed full freedom of human and economic rights. 

   The Assembly also approved the appointment of a United Nations Commissioner who will supervise the transfer of power from the present administering authority (Britain) to the new federal authority not later than September 15, 1952. The choice of a commissioner will rest with the President of the General Assembly and a small committee.

  Two Soviet resolutions calling for immediate independence and the withdrawal of British forces within three months were defeated respectively by 12 in favour, 32 against, and eight abstentions, and nine in favour, 34 against, and 10 abstentions. –Reuter. 

* * *
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FUTURE OF ERITREA

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES

Sir, --We would like to support Brigadier Stephen Longrigg’s forthright letter. Immediate damage is being done by well-intentioned but ill-informed people who, without bothering to ascertain the real feelings of the population of Eritrea, declare that to be united with Ethiopia is their dearest wish and a solution to all their problems. 
Yet what are the facts? A great part of the population—Muslims and many Christians, too—fear and dislike Ethiopia and are united in an Independence Front, whose object is to oppose any form of closer association with Ethiopia, whether annexation, federation, or union. 
They point out that Ethiopians and Eritreans speak different languages, and have different traditions and customs; that Eritreans, with their long connections with the outer world, are more advanced and educated than the Ethiopians, who have been hemmed in the hinterland. What is more, Eritreans have become accustomed to democratic methods, whereas Ethiopia is governed in a dictatorial manner with the Emperor as the absolute ruler. 
   This Independence Front was formed in 1949. It claims to represent three-quarters of the population and to be a union of four Christians and three Muslim parties. Its programme is, if not immediate independence, then an international trusteeship with British participation: Before the disappointing Bevin-Sforza agreement of 1949 a purely British trusteeship would have been preferred, and it is still hoped that Britain will retain her close connexion with Eritrea. 
The ports of Assab and Massawa, it is suggested, should be free ports, open on equal terms to Ethiopians, but not signed away. We have no means of judging for ourselves the exact strength of the Independence Front, but every objective report coming from Eritrea agrees that the views outlined are very widely held. We regret that distinguished British people should express sentiments which are bound to offend many Eritreans, whose appreciation of British methods and administration has proved almost embarrassingly profound. 
                                                                Yours, &c.,

                                                 FARINGDON, Chairman

                                                 RITA HINDEN, Honorary Secretary,

                                                                  Fabian Colonial Bureau.

                                                 11, Dartmouth Street, S. W. 1.

* * *
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                                         LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

                                            FUTURE OF ERITREA

                      LOCAL CAPACITY FOR ADMINISTRATION

                                     EDWARD ULLENDORFF

Sir,--While I agree with you that the recommendations for the future of Eritrea at which the special committee of the United Nations has arrived “are not the best that could be devised,” I cannot share your reluctance to credit Eritreans with a “substantial capacity for self-government.”
   It is, of course, true that a federal system is not “necessarily workable by politically backward peoples,” but Eritreans and Ethiopians have had centuries of practice in some kind of federalism. 
It should, perhaps, be recalled in this connexion that the people in the Eritrean plateau, together with their kinsmen across the artificial border in the Tigre province of Northern Ethiopia, formed the nucleus of the Axumite kingdom flourished and reached a high degree of civilization. 
When later on political power shifted to the south, the Emperors of Ethiopia administered Eritrea, or parts of it, by some kind of loose federation through a viceroy, Bahr Negash (“ruler of the maritime province”). 

   Had political circumstances been different now, it would have been wise to include the entire Tigre province within the new scheme and make this homogeneous unit an autonomous province under the Ethiopian Crown. 
Such a solution was, in fact, proposed by quite a few Eritreans on standing in the summer of 1944, when the correspondence columns of the Tigrinya Eritrean Weekly News were thrown open to a discussion on the political future of the territory. Some of the leaders of the Unionist Party proceeded to Addis Ababa at the end of 1946, in order to induce the Ethiopian Government to issue a formal declaration on a future semi-autonomous status of Eritrea under the Ethiopian Crown. 
Such a move on the part of the Emperor’s advisors would probably have crushed all opposition to union inside Eritrea. However, the emissaries returned empty handed and the Unionist Party was split from top to bottom. None the less, the solution of this nature continued to appeal to large numbers of Eritreans, because—quite apart from historical considerations—only in this way would they be assured of retaining those technical benefits which an otherwise little creditable Italian administration had bestowed upon them. 
   The system of village organization operated by Eritreans affords an excellent nucleus around which self-governing institutions might be built, and there is little doubt that their capacity for administration is as great as that of their southern neighbour, or for that matter, of many of the states which have lately achieved self-government or are about to do so. 
Unhappily, it has recently come to be accepted that this capacity is not always measured per se, but has often become part of extraneous considerations and the dictates of expediency. It is to be hoped that Ethiopia will accept the United Nations decision in the spirit as well as the letter. Here indeed remains, as you point out, much scope for argument between Eritrea and Ethiopia. The latter now has a great opportunity for displaying real statesmanship in grappling with these new tasks which may yet further enhance her prestige as an enlightened country. 
                I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

                       EDWARD ULLENDORFF.

                       Department of Hebrew and Oriental Languages,

                       The University, St. Andrews. 

* * *
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                                         FUTURE OF ERITREA

                        FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT
Senor E. Matienzo of Bolivia, the United Nations Commissioner for Eritrea, is due in London at the end of this month, when he will be taking part in consultations at the Foreign Office. The General Assembly of the United Nations decided on December 2 that Eritrea should be established as an autonomous state federated with Ethiopia, under the sovereignty of the Ethiopian crown. 
The Assembly also approved the appointment of a Commissioner to supervise the transfer of power from the present administering authority (Britain) to the new federal authority not later than September 15, 1952. Senor Matienzo will therefore be considering administrative arrangements for the transfer. Brigadier F. G. Drew, the Chief Administrator for Eritrea, is flying to London to-day to take part in the talks. 

                                            * * * * *

