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In 1950 the United Nations under the direction of US led world imperialism passed Resolution 390 A/V which forced a sham federation with feudal Ethiopia on the Eritrean people.  This resolution blatantly ignored the expressed wishes and aspirations of the Eritrean people.  It was a gross violation of their right to self-determination.  The imposed federation was pure annexation of small Eritrea by an imperialist supported larger Ethiopia.  The Eritrean people strongly expressing their aspiration for independence were forced to live under a new colonizer, Ethiopia, inorder to satisfy the interests of imperialism.
The Eritrean people have a long history of resistance to foreign invaders - the Turkish and Egyptian expansionists, the Italian and British iinperialists and the Ethiopian expansionists.  Prior to the 1940s however, this resistance, though vigorous, was localized and uncoordinated.
During the period of British colonialism (1941-52) following the defeat of the Italian fascists in Eritrea, political parties were formed in Eritrea. In the early 1940s the Mahber fekri Hager was formed as the first patriotic organisation.  Other parties such as the Moslem League, the Liberal Progressive Party, the New Eritrea Party, the Indpendent Eritrea Party, the Intellectual's Association, the Veterans of War Association, and the National Moslem League were also set up later on.  These parties, though led by the petty bourgeoisie and even certain feudal elements, did voice an aspiration held by the masses of the Eritrean people-the demand for national independence.  There was only one party opposed to independence-the Unionist Party.  This party, composed of scums and traitors, established, funded and directed by Haile Selassie, advocated union with Ethiopia.
The imperialists also had plans for Eritrea.  When Italy renounced its former colonies (Eritrea, Libya and Italian Somaliland) in 1947 the case of the colonies was transferred to the Allied Powers. A Four Power Commission was sent to Eritrea "to ascertain the wishes of the population." In its finding the commission disclosed that the majority of the people favored independence.  
However, the US, French and British imperialists putting the Eritrean people's demand for independence under the rug sought to accomplish their greedy imperialist designs.  The Soviet Union under the leadership of Stalin, opposing the imperialists' scheme, supported self determination for the Eritrean people.  Consequently the Four Powers couldn't agree and the matter was referred to the UN General Assembly.

In the U.N. it was decided that Somalia and Libya would be grant independence but as one bourgeois writer pointed out "the fate of Eritrea would be determined by the character of power relationships conducted on a broad field . . . with the control of a strategically vital area rich in oil and dominating some of the most important intercontinental routes of communication."
The British imperialists, eager to preserve their rule in Eritrea, put forward the Bevin-Sforza plan before the UN.  This proposal called for the partition of Eritrea between the Sudan and Ethiopia which were Britain's colony and neo-colony respectively.  The British coionialists, in order to justify their scheme to destroy Eritrea as a country, came up with the fabricated argument that the Eritreans were too divided by nationality and religion to live together in one state and that Eritrea couldn't stand alone economically.  Indeed the British were bent on destroying Eritrea.
  In a book he wrote in 1945, Stephen Longrigg, the chief British administrator in Eritrea, had said, "Eritrea would cease to exist.  " To provide some backing to their claims the British, using their dirty trick of "divide and rule," tried to foment conflicts among the Eritrean people.  They also dismantled many Eritrean industries and shipped the equipment and supplies to their other colonies and neocolonies.  
       As the Guatemalan and Pakistani delegates of the UN Commission to Eritreg witnessed "economic development of Eritrea had been retarded by colonial policies and practices especially that of the British." The Eritrean people however made a mockery of the British imperialist claims about Eritrean "incompatibility" when they rose up unanimously to denounce the plan to partition Eritrea.

The US, the dominant power in the capitalist world, also had its eyes set on Eritrea.  The US was motivated by what Eritrea had to offer its imperialist appetite.  As the 1920 report of the US Consul in Aden vividly testifies, "The incorporation of Eritrea into American commerce would offer the US a loyal outpost to guard the route to the east and suppress Arab nationalism and that this Italian colony would provide the US with raw materials and markets." During the 1940s, the US had begun constructing bases in Eritrea.  Its aim, according to a US govemment publication, was to see Eritrea become "the focal point of an effort to blanket the Middle East with airfields, ordnance depots and support bases."
In 1943, the US completed the construction of the first transmitter and receiver sites in the interference free Eritrean highlands.  By imposing a sham federation with Ethiopia on the Eritrean people the US hoped to realize its plans to expand these facilities and guarantee its starategic military and economic interests in Eritrea.  The then US Secretary of State John Foster Dulles plainly stated the US's views: "From the point of view of justice the opinions of the Eritrean people must receive consideration.  Nevertheless the strategic interests of the US in the Red Sea basin and considerations of security and world peace make it necessary that this country has to be linked with our ally Ethiopia." Towards this end the US proposed a sham federation between Eritrea and Ethiopia.
The expanionist Ethiopian feudal regime set out to gain international backing for the US proposal.  Even though as the bourgeois ideologues of Colonialism admitted that "no conscious sense of national solidarity could bind Eritreans with Ethiopia," Haile Selassie promoted a falsified history of Eritrea, claiming that it had always been an integral part of the Ethiopian empire and that the Eritrean people desired "reunion with their Mother Country." It is not suprising, Haile Selassie laid claim over Somalia too.  
Ethiopia and its imperialist backers also tried to gain support for their plan by asserting that the federation of Eritrea with Ethiopia against the expressed wishes of the Eritrean people was justifiable as compensation to Ethiopia for her invasion by Italy in World War II.
In collaboration with the British imperialists, the Ethiopian feudal regime was engaged in concerted expansionist activities in Eritrea, intimidating the independence forces and grooming supporters among the church hierarchy, feudalists and the upper petty bourgeoisie.
As the Eritrean people were overwhelmingly in favour of independence the Haile Selassie government employed other means in addition to its creation of the Unionist Party to raise a voice inside Eritrea favorable to federation.  It mobilized thousands of Ethiopians from Tigrai (the northern most province of Ethiopia) and sent them to Eritrea to pose as Eritreans and voice support for the federation plan.
Full time "shiftas," terrorists, supplied from and sheltered in Ethiopia, were also employed on a mass scale by the Haile Selassie regime.  Faced with an Eritrean population which, according to the British colonial administrator Trevaskis, found the idea of unity with Ethiopia "entirely unacceptable, indeed horrifying" the Ethiopian government unleashed a mass campaign of bombings, lootings and assassinations to blackmail the Eritrean people into accepting the sham federation.
Notwithstanding the terroristic activities of the expansionist Ethiopian regime and the intrigues of the imperialists, the Eritrean people stood firmly on their demand for independence.  With the exception of a small minority of traitors and capitulationists, the overwhelming majority of the Eritrean pcople demanded nothing short of independence.  
The Guatemalan and Pakistani delegates of the UN Commission to Eritrea witnessed this fact.  They reported: "We saw that a large number of people were opposed to the annexation of the territory to Ethiopia and in favour of independence.  We were impressed by the way in which these people behaved as well as by the courage and firmness with which they often expressed their views, notwithstanding the risks to which they often exposed themselves." 
In 1949, all the political parties advocating national indeperidence formed the Independence Bloc to frustrate the imperialists' plots.  The Guatemalan delegate stated: "During our travels in Eritrea, we were able to see how important were the parties which form the Independence Bloc, and that experience convinced us that the great majority of the population oppose the idea of federation."
The Eritrean people presented their case before the U.N. On behalf of the Independence Bloc Ibrahim Sultun declared before the U.N.: "We refuse to accept such an ambiguous scheme (Federation-Ed.) - . We demand complete independence."
The Soviet Union, the People's Democracies of Eastern Europe and some African, Asian and Latin American countries resolutely supported the Eritrean people's demand for national independence and condemned the imperialist imposed sham federation.  
The Soviet Union and the People's Democracies exposed the forcible federation of Eritrea with Ethiopia as merely disguised annexation and contrary to the principle of self-determination: "A decision is being imposed on the Eritrean people without its consent and hence, in violation of the fundamental principle of the right of self-determination of peoples." (USSR) "Under the name of federation, it (the resolution-Ed.) provides for nothing less than annexation." (Poland) "Contrary to the fundamental purposes of the charter (of the UN-Ed.), it would deny the people of Eritrea the right to self-determination and impose on them a federation with Ethiopia which the great majority oppose.  Instead of maintaining peace in that part of the world, the resolution would foster civil war and discord.
  Instead of assisting an oppressed and exploited people to achieve freedom and independence, it would attempt to cover up the annexation of a small state by a larger state." (Czechoslovakia) (For the full text of the position statements of the socialist countries in 1950 refer to "In Defence of the Eritrean Revolution" published by AESNA and AEWNA in February 1978.)
The so-called federation was a "cloak for the imperialist design of the colonial powers of Eritrea." (Ukranian Soviet Socialist Republic). Ignoring the Eritrean people's aspiration for national independencé the imperialists conspired to annex Eritrea to their neo-colony Ethiopia in order to satisfy their imperialist greed.  Eritrea was to become "an autonomous state federated with Ethiopia under the sovereignty of the Ethiopian crown." This sham federation was not a federation between two equal states on a voluntary basis but the forcible annexation of Eritrea to Ethiopia.
  In implementing this imperialist conspiracy the very charter of the body, the UN that passed this unjust verdict was even violated, i.e. "respect for the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples (Chapter I Article 1)." The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic stated that the decsion was not "in conformity with the United Nations Charter, which recognizes the right of all peoples to national independence and self-determination."
The US, making use of its dominant position in the UN, succeeded in having the sham federal resolution adopted in 1950.  In 1952, the federation resolution went into effect.  Soon after the feudal regime of Haile Selassie, with full US support, began systematic suppression of the Eritrean people.  The democratic rights of the Eritrean people were trampled upon.  Eritrean factories were dismantled and removed to Addis Ababa and Eritrea was virtually turned into a playground of imperialism and an army camp of the Ethiopian expansionists. in 1962, the Haile Selassie regime declared Eritrea the 14th province of its empire.
In 1953 the US and Ethiopia concluded an agreement permitting the establishment of US military and communications bases in Eritrea in exchange for US supplies and training for the Ethiopian army.  The immediate prize for the US imperialists was the setting up of Kagnew station in Eritrea's capital Asmara, the largest US military communications base outside the US itself which used to monitor liberation movements throughout Africa, the Middle East and Asia.  According to Major General Godding of the US Army, Kagnew was "instrumental to the global mission of the US Army Security Agency."
The US imperialists and their puppet Haile Selassie gloated over their "triumph" forgetting one important thing.  Ibrahim Sultan raised a key point in his presentation of the just cause of the Eritrean people in the UN.  He said: "It is the cause of the independence of a people who refuse and rejeet any form of annexation, dismemberment or a return to the hated colonialism no matter what type it would be, whatever form it takes or from which direction it comes . . . This indisputable right to independence to which our country is attached cannot be ignored without creating a new area of strife in East Africa, since the Eritrean people will never accept Ethiopian domination."
The Eritrean pcople have never accepted Ethiopian domination.  They have said NO to Ethiopian colonial occupation and have firmly persisted on the demand "nothing short of total independence.  " During the 1950s they resisted Ethiopian colonialism through peaceful means and since 1961 they have been waging a heroic armed national liberation struggle.  Though the road has been by no means easy, today the true victors-the Eritrean people led by EPLF-on the verge of achieving their age old aspiration for independence and liberation, are smashing Ethiopian colonialism and its imperialist sustainers to bits.
                                                                   * * *
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                                           MORE BRITISH TROOPS FOR ERITREA

                                                  Warship Going To Massawa

Asmara (Eritrea). Jan. 4 – It is officially announced that British troops reinforcements are arriving in Eritrea, and that a British warship is to be sent soon to the port of Massawa, 50 miles north-east of Asmara. Police forces in the former Italian colony are to be substantially strengthened, and their mobility and striking power increased with more transport and wireless equipment. 
   A statement issued by the Chief Administrator, Mr. Greville Drew, said that the British Government were “gravely concerned at the repeated acts of murder and violence” in the territory recently, and were determined to suppress them. The system of compulsary convoys, which was introduced on November 18 as a first step towards protecting the public, would be continued “as long as the need for it exists.”
   Declaring that acts of terrorism in Eritrea has been inspired by “persons who mistakenly believe that they can thus influence in their favour the decision on the future of Eritrea,” the statement said that the British Government had not changed their view that the eastern provinces of Eritrea should be ceded to Ethiopia “with adequate safeguard for the Italian community.” Nevertheles, the Government supported the United Nations resolution-to postpone a decision and to send a commission of inquiry to ascertain the wishes of the people of the territory-and would abide by it.   

The British Government have intimated to the Italien and Ethopian Governments that they wöuld " take a serious view of any action on the part of their representatives of a kind likely to provoke dislutrance of the peacc in the territory. --Reuter

                                                         * * *
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                                                 Trouble in Eritrea

Editorials/ Leaders

   It was always obvious that the United Nations, by excluding Eritrea from the recent agreement on the future of the former Italian colonies, was making sure of trouble to come. The decision taken in November last year at Lake Success decreed that a five-Power commission should ascertain more closely the wishes of the inhabitants of the territory and should by June, 1950, report on the best means of promoting their welfare. That commission is to meet at Lake Success this week to settle the date for its visit. In the meantime, a wave of banditry has swept across Eritrea, causing so far the deaths of sixteen Italians and an unknowm number of Eritreans. Only a few days ago, anti Italian rioting broke out again in the towns of Asmara and Decamere. Britain, as administrating Power, is responsible for law and order, and it is a measure of the seriousness of the situation that additional British troops are now reported to be arriving in Eritrea, and that a warship of the Royal Navy is to be sent to Massawa.
   With the impending arrival of the United Nations commission it is natural that feeling should be running high in Eritrea. For the Muslims, who are anti-Ethiopian, and the Copts, who support a union with Ethiopia, the decisions of the immediate future are vitally important. The Italians, who, in the Bevin-Sforza agreement on the Italian colonies, renounced all claims to Eritrea (in the expectation of getting trusteeship over Tripolitania), are now the active supporters of Eritrean independence. 
Given the unfitness of that multi-racial, multi-lingual, and politically underdeveloped land to attain effective independency in any forseeable future, nominal independence would be likely to bring the country under the effective control of Italy, and real independence would invite civil war. 
Ethiopia is interested in securing the reversion of at least the eastern par of the territor, together with an outlet to the sea. In view of past history, she has the moral title to this claim, which, as part of the abortive Bevin-Sforza agreement, was in fact supported by the United Nations last spring. The strength of Ethiopian feelings may be judged from their refusal to recognize the United Nations decision that Somalialand would be placed under Italian trusteeship. With the fate of Eritrea in the balance, an Italian return to any part of East Africa might, it is evidently feared, prejudge the whole issue. 
   In this unhappy situation, the British Government are unfortunately placed. They have never concealed their opinion—which was reasserted by the CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR in Eritrea recently—that the eastern part of the territory should go to Ethiopia; yet at the same time Britain is, or should be, the neutral administrating Power.  
     The CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR has declared that the acts of terrorism have been carried out by persons who “mistakenly thought” they could influence the decision for Eritrea’s future. If the administration believes either Italian or Ethiopian interests to be stirring up trouble, it has the right to denounce them. 
       It must be recognized, however, that the recent disorders have greatlyembittered already rather strained Anglo-Italian relations. The Italians feel that the British Government have not taken sufficient steps to protect Italian lives and property, and they resent suggests that the fault is partly theirs, by reason of the provocative nature of their propaganda. The identity of the perpetrators of the terrorist acts remains a mystery. 
        The dispatch of extra troops and a warship to Eritrea may do something towards preventing further troubles and calming Italian fears. The British responsibility is to maintain an impartial attitude, to restrain the activities of those who are trying to influence future decisions, and above all to stop bloodshed. The corollary is that in their own interests the supporters of the Italian and the Ethiopian causes should do nothing that will provoce disorder. 
* * *
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RIVAL FACTIONS IN ERITREA

             FOREIGN SUPPORT

DIFFICULTIES FACING THE U.N. MISSION

From Our Special correspondent 

ASMARA.  FEB. 14 

   A large party of shifta (armed bandits) last night attacked and seized a police post at Mai Tecli, a small village about 60 miles to the north-east of here. The defenders, seven members of a banda, or native levy, resisted for half an hour before being overpowered. 
They were released after being disarmed. In Asmara last night three pistol shots were fired at the leader of the Independent Muslim League. He is now in hiding and believed to be wounded. An Eritrean carrying two hand-grenades was arrested in the European quarter here. 
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                                                BANDITS IN ERITREA

                                                MORE SURRENDERS
                                          FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT
                                                                ASMARA FEB. 17

   The number of Shifta, or armed bandits, who have surrendered to the British authorities here is increasing. Five more gave themselves up last night, and another leader has offered to negotiate.

   Mr. H. V. Rose, who is in charge of the anti-Shifta operations, has reported a steady decline in the number of incidents this month, as the number of contacts made by the “ferret” forces with the Shifta bands has increased. He is inclined to believe that the initiative is slowly moving from the bandits to the administration.

   Arrangements have been made with the local flying club to use its light aircraft for reconnaissance. In future it is hoped that the aircraft will relieve troops and police of hours of hard marching and climbing, and help to conserve their energy for fighting patrols. Plans have also been completed to intensify patrolling in the Pendiei-Orientali area, where many Shifta bands have been concentrating recently. In this jungle, on the slops between the central plateau and the Red Sea, are many Italian farming concessions which have been ravaged since Italian staffs were withdrawn to Asmara. 

   One of the many parties in the Independence bloc has broken away to join the Unionist Party. It is the Liberal Progressive Party which has now chosen to call itself the Liberal Unionist Party, and is regarded here as the local intelligentsia. Its new programme is the conditional union of Eritrea with Ethiopia, which is interpreted as recognition of the territorial integrity of Eritrea, acceptance of Tigrina and Arabic as official languages, local autonomy, representation in the central Parliament at Addis Ababa, and the reservation of the office of Governor-General for Eritreans.
                                                      * * *
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                             ITALIAN DRIVER MURDERED IN ERITREA
                                        FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT
                                                                ASMARA FEB. 20

   Two Shifta, believed to have been responsible for the murder of an Italian lorry driver last night, were arrested to-day after a short clash with the local villagers near the scene of the crime. They have been tracked by the native assistant of the murdered man, who had himself been kidnapped by the bandits and was later released unhurt. A lorry the Italian was driving when he was attacked was loaded with native cloth, which is in great demand here, but none of it was stolen. 

   Hoenest native policemen and village headmen here are loth to take action against Shifta bands because they are afraid of retaliation if, and when, Eritrea is given to Ethiopia. Many work with the Shifta bands for the same reason. 

                                                         * * *
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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 avaliable. 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 deatroy the increasing number of Shifta who have been terrorizing Italian farm comcessions 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 patroling 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
                                                         * * *

                                        The Times, Mar. 23, 1950 pg. 5

                                         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 dceision. 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 privilages 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 Somalialand 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 Somalialand. 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 givne 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 medivial 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 “seondary 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 Eritreafrom 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 ernest 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 compulsary 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

* * *
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                                                           RIVALRIES IN ERITREA
                            CONFLICTING CLAIMS OF RACIAL AND RELIGIOUS GROUPS

                                            FROM OUR SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT IN ERITREA

Eritrea possesses none of the qualities of geographical an cultural unity to support a claim to nationhood. Before the arrival of the Italians in 1882 its various peoples have never obeyed a single ruler. There is no common element, not even that of language, among the native races. 
     The population of about 1m. is divided more or less equally between Christians and Muslims. Compact on the central plateau live the settled, non-tribal Coptic Christian villagers, Ethiopian in type and speaking Tigrinya. Most of the Muslims live on the lowlands. 
    They are a diverse community including many levels of human development from the nomadic, half-converted pagan to the pure Arab; from the primitive Dankali scrabbling for a misreable existence on a strip of saline sand, said to be the hottest place in the world, to the complaceent worldly wise merchant. Many of the pastoral Muslims can find blood-brothers across the Sudanese frontier. 

    Neither is there geographical unity. The plateau, 8,000ft. high, which forms the central south of the territory down to the Mereb river, is part of the Ethiopian massif. …………..
* * *
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