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Brsoralof Gthupinr

- 7 WATER OTRREY, NEW YORK, K.V,

Jamery 6, 1936,

The United Aid for Ethilopie, '
36-38 Weat 13Hth Street,
New York City.

Attention: Capt. 4. L. King.
Deer Mp. King:-

Thia is to confiym my statement mede on Friday evening at the
mesting of the vericus committeses who have decided to join end
work under the direction of the United Aid for Ethiopia,

This organizetion {The United Aid for Ethiopla) hes the full
aepproval of this Consulate, to soliclt funds for Ethiopia,
provided it does s0 under the terms as errenged et the meeting
alresdy mentioned, which are:-

1. The Untted Ald Tor Ethiopia shall be composed ¢f reop=-
regentatives of all those organizations who wish to Joln to
help Ethiopie, N

2. There shell be an executive committee who will conduct
the poliey of the organization.

3, A Bosrd of Trustees shell.be formed to deel with the
finance of the organizaticn.

4. All monies received by the orgenizetion will be turned
over to the Consulste after the expenses for the running of
the organization have been deducted.

5. The Beard of Trusteea are to see thet this cleuse is
carried out, end they must, be prepared tc give, when reguired,
s datailed acoount of expendityres of the orgenlzetiocn, whlech
should not exceed L5%., .

6. 1f any supplies sre received, no shipment must be made
without the knowledge of the Gonsulate.

teined to help Ethiopia, in thls her time of dire need.
Verf 'truly ygra, ;
le
JOHN H, SHAW LIT TASF. PHIRC

New W City. London, Englend.
clvm } . RM‘

Trusting thet these terms will be strictly adhered to, because 1in
this way it 1s felt thet the bhest and quickeat resylts will be ob=-

Imperisl Conswlate Ceneral Imperial Ethioplen Legeflon’




FOREWORD

. THE UNITED AID FOR ETHIOPIA is an outgrowth

of the splendid work begun by The Provisional Committee
" For the Defense of Ethiopia which started an intensive cam-
paign of education to arouse Afro-Americans to a sense of
the impending attack upon Ethiopia by Italy. Thanks in
part to these efforts; the Medical Committee For the De-
fense of Ethiopia swung into action in July, 1933, and co-
operated whole-heartedly with the Provisional Committee.
These organizations sent several tons of medical supplies
‘and a hospital unit to Ethiopia.

The National Committee For the Defense of Ethiopia
and several other smaller organizations came into exist-
ence and pursued their labor with one objective.

Reports of all these activities found their way to the Im-
perial Ethiopian Legation in London, England, at the very
moment when the Ethiopian authorities had decided to send
Lij Tasfaye Zaphiro to the United States as a special emis-
saty to co-ordinate the activities of the various worthwhile
organizations. _

Armed with a knowledge of the activities of the various
organizations, Mr. Zaphiro, after becoming personally ac-
quainted with the active leaders of the organizations, and
after some difficulty, succeeded in co-ordinating these bodies
into one unit, “THE UNITED AID FOR ETHIOPIA”

This is composed of officers of the various organizations
which are now units of The United Aid. The governing
body is made up of ‘an Executive Committee which guides
the policies of the organization. New membets are added
from the various units throughout the country. It has a
Board of Trustees of well-known and respected citizens,
which is responsible for the disposition of the funds. The
National Treasurer is bonded.

The work of The United Aid For Ethiopia may be sum-
marized briefly as follows:
(1) It is employing every effort to obtain the maximum

amount of financial and moral support to aid the
brutally maimed women, children, and soldiers of

~ Ethiopia,
[1]




ceived and the financial results from their efforts

will soon be apparent, It is making arrangements
to send, from time to time, eminent men to place

bfefore the public the facts concerning Ethiopia’s
bitter struggle for existence.

(3) It is the hope of this organization to develop to a -

l-figh degree in Afro-Americans a keen sense of the
ties which bind them to their blood-brothers in

Ethiopia.

(4) It is endeavoring to keep constantly before the
A.mer:c.an public the true situation existing in Ethio-
pia; this will continue until peace is established.

This booklet is presented as a result of the requests from
a number of units throughout ‘the country which desire to
have the truth of the terrible situation in Ethiopia at the
present time and of the incidents which led to the devasta-
tion of the oldest Empire in the world. At the bottom of
the whole trouble rests a shameless conflict due to the im-
perialistic rivalries over this last ancient and independent
‘sovereignty in Africa.

. We are indebted in a great measure for the major por-
tion of these data to the researches of the Inter-national
Secreteriat of the League against Imperialism and for Na-

tioqal .Independencg. The highlights of this shameful ex- -
- ploitation of a peace-loving people are presented up to-

March, 1936.

We ate prayerfully confident that when the reader has

perused this booklet, he will unhesitatingly co-operate with
.THE UNITED AID FOR ETHIOPIA, either as an active .
worker or as a steady contributor, no matter how small the
sum which he can afford until peace is established in

Ethiopia.

[2]

(2) It has sent representatives into some of the large :
cities of the nation to form units of The United -
Aid for Ethiopia. These men have been warmly re-

WAR IN ETHIOPIA

" |—THE CONFLICT OF RIVAL IMPERIALISMS

Out of all the war clouds gathering rapidly over the world
as a result of the intensified competition for a shrinking

~‘world market, that of the approaching invasion of Ethiopia
by Italian imperialism loom

s heavy. For months Italian
imperialism, led by the megalomaniac, Mussolini, has poured
jts troops into East Africa, has rejected arbitration, and in
spite of every obstacle, including that of national bank:
ruptcy, has loudly and boastfully proclaimed its intention to
conquer by all the horrors of modern warfare the only
remaining independent country of Africa,

But the danger lies not only in a war of aggression of
Ttalian Fascism against the integrity and liberty of a weaker

" and backward country, but also in the probability that such

a war would not be localized, and might result in the un-
léashing of "all the armed forces of the rival imperialist
Powers in another world wat of catastrophic dimensions.
Italy is not the only predatory Power interested in the
subjection of Ethiopia. Britain and Japan in particular have
economic and political interests in Ethiopiz which neither
could afford to see jeopardised by Italian domination in
Fast Africa. Furthermore, the preoccupation of Europe in
¢the Italian invasion of Ethiopia might easily provide the
opportunity of Hitler Germany cither to annex Austria or
¢o commence its march against the Workers’ Republic in the
Fast. Ever since the signature of the Pact of Rome in Janu-
ary, 1935, the attitude of France has been complaisant to a
degree in the Italian adventure, and this has been dictated
not by the desire to see her old enemy entrenched in North-
East Africa but by the necessity to secure Italian support
against the aggression of Hitler Germany. :
But no consideration either at home or abroad seems likely
to check Ttalian Fascism in its headlong rush to imperialist
expansion. The necessity to obtain the monopoly of the
Ethiopian market, the command of the chromite deposits
and other mineral and agricultural resources in which Ethi-
opia is rich, the opportunity for the profitable investment of
capital, the power to rob a large and backward people of the
products’ of its labour, combined with the necessity to side-

[3]
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 but Mussolini issued a strong denial and characterised

track the growing political and economic discontent in Italy:3
by the “glories” of a successful African war, are the driving’
forces behind the Ethiopian adventure. Morover, Italian:
Fascism has now gome so far that it dare not turn back.

Italian Fascism has centered all its hopes and is exhausting:
all its resources in the Ethiopian campaign. In June last the
Budget deficit of the Italian Government was revealed at
£40,000,000, but none of the expenses of the Ethiopian ex-:
pedition had been budgeted, because in the words of the
Minister of Finance “the extent of the expenses for the ex-
pedition could not yet be determined.” This in spite of the
fact that the mobilisation of the Italian troops has begun
officially in January following the Afdub incident. At the -
same time it was revealed that the Jtalian Government had
been selling its mobilised foreign holdings in order to pay
for imports, and in December last all Ttalians with foreign
holdings were obliged to register them with the Bank of Italy,
and were then instructed to deposit them with the bank. As -
a result of these measures, rumours were gpread that Italy
was about to abandon the Gold Standard to which
she had resolutely clung for seven and a half years;

all those who believed these rumours as “mental
deficients”” He had already on several occasions pro-
claimed the sacronsanct nature of the Gold Standard,
and his words to this effect he had caused to be
engraved on stone, like the Ten Commandments, at the town.
of Pesaro. But notwithstanding these solemn declarations,
the necessity of purchasing large supplies of coal and war
matetial from abread, and the refusal of private credits, com-
pelled Italy to acknowledge that she was already heavily in
arrears with the exchange which she had already guaranteed. .
As a result, in spite of Mussolini’s stone at Pesaro, the Italian
Government, on July 22nd, formally abandoned the Gold
Standard owing to “the urgent necessity for procuring means
of pavment for necessary imports.” This means that the 40
per cent. coverage of gold for the Italian eurrency notes will
now be available for the purchase of war material from
abroad. .

While thus desperately squandering the finances and
credits of the country, Italian Fascism seeks to control the
discontent of the people by instituting an intensified terror,

[4]

by including battalions of Blackshirt§ with every Itahag
regiment sent to East Africa, by appealing to patriotism an
the glorious traditions of ancient Rome, z}nfl by propagating
" the cult of war. The demagogue, Mussolini, tours the coun-
“try bawling at his hearers such sentiments as

. “War is to man what maternity is to woman.”

* “Perpetual peace negatives the fundamental virtues oi

mankind, which are revealed only on the. bloodstaine

battlefield in the full light of the sun.” -

*“We must have arms for ten million men, and sufficient

aeroplanes to obscure the sun.. : S
But neither demagogy nor rigid censors.'hlp can disguise the
rebellious spirit growing among the Italian masses. )

Rendered desperate, Mussolini hopes by similar trumpeting

to bully his imperialist rivals into acquiesence in his Ethiopian
.expedition.

In order to protect his rear from a German attack into
Austria, he concludes a secret agreement with France at
Rome of January 6th, 1933, manoeuvres.for the restoration
of the Hapsburg, and threatens Hitler wtth_tl},e mobilisation
of 8,000,000 men for “the defence of Austria. He declares
it to be his intention to leave the League of Nations should
that body attempts at British instigation to interfere with his

_aggressive progress, and he conducts violent press com-

paigns against British and Japanese imperialism. On the
principle that two blacks make a white, he recalls the Jao-
anese invasions of China, and declares that the British
Empire was built *on a mountain of bones.!” To which accu-
cation the British Government have replied comically enough
that the British Empire was built before the institution of the
League of Nations. o
Hitler, whose desire for expansion and for colonies is no
less pressing than that of Mussolini, finding himself con-

_fronted with the Pact of Rome, between France and Italy,

which was followed by the conclusion of the Franco-Soviet
Mutual Assistance Pact on May 2nd, changed his tactics,
encouraging Italy in her scheme of conquest in Ethiopia and
so indirectly putting pressure on Britain, which drove the
wedge a little more deeply between Britain and France.

But it is not a case of Brtitain and Japan defending the
territorial integrity of Ethiopia against the Italian menace.
It is a case of thieves falling out.

[5]




‘very mountainous nature of the country and to the sturdy

I1.—_IMPERIALIST CONSPIRACIES AGAINST
ETHIOPIA

The Empire of Ethiopia forms part of the large platean .

of North-East Africa, surrounded on all sides by European
colonies. It is deprived of ports, being altogether cut off
from its matural coast-line by the Italian colonies of Eritrea
and Somaliland, and by French and British Somaliland, To
the south it is flanked by the British colony of Kenya, and
to the west by the Anglo-Egyptian Sudan. The last inde-
pendent territory in Africa, it owes its independence. to the

militancy of the inhabitants. It contains at Lake Tsana the
headwaters of the Blue Nile, which irrigates the Anglo-
Egyptian Sudan and Egypt. Although largely undeveloped,
it is rich in gold, platinum, copper and mica, and -its soil
produces wheat and cotton. It has a population of about
twelve millions, engaged in agriculture, the production of
raw cotton, and in the trade of skins. As a religion it pro-
fesses the Coptic variety of Christianity, and is ruled by an
Emperor, whose official titled include those of .the Lion of
__Tudah and the Descendent of Solomon. It possesses a stand-
ing army of 600,000 men, trained largely by Belgian, and
lately by Japanese officers, a munition factory at Addis
Ababa, and a small supply of modern arms. It is further

able to mobilise more than a million men at short notice, and

has the support of mountain tribes excellent in the art of
guerilla warfare.

As can be seen from the above, it is a tempting bait for
the imperialist powers, hungry for markets and sources of
raw material and mineral wealth, and several attempts have
been made to reach an agreement between them to pottion
out the prize into-spheres of influence. British imperialism
has already considerable interests in the country, controlling
the Nile basin at Lake Tsana, on which the irrigation of the
plantations of the Sudan depend, and has moreover control

"of the finances of the country through the Bank of Ethiopia,

a subsidiary of the Bank of Egypt. The Maria Theresa dol-
lar, which is the currency of the country, is pegged to
sterling. French imperialism controls the only railway, run-
ning from the French port of Jibuti to the Ethiopian capital
Addis Ababa. Japanese imperialism has bought large tracts

[s]

of land on which it is cultivating raw cotton to supply the
Japanese mills, and has at present practically the monopoly
of the Ethiopian market in manufactured goods. Italian
imperialism has the least influence in the country, controlling
only the administration of the Posts and Telegraphs. But

" Italy’s comparative lack of influence is not through want of

trying.

. Early Italian Imperialism in East Africa

Tealian imperialism, like that of Germany, suffered under
the handicap of entering late into the imperialistic arena.
By the time Iralian industrial capitalism was firmly in the
saddle after the unification of Italy, France and Britain were
already in process of dividing the world. Ttalian capitalism,
however, tried to make up for lost time by intensified effort,
and concentrated on acquiring Tunis. Already in January,
1880, Bismarck, noting the imperialist aspirations of Italian
capitalism, was able to assert: “Jealy must not be numbered

" to-day among the peace-loving, Conservative Powers.” Foiled
in her attempt on Tunis by 2 successful French invasion of

that country, Italy turned her aggression to the African
coast on the Red Sea, and in 1885 annexed Massawa and
other places, until by 1888 Ttalian domination in this district
had attained its present coastline. The conquest of these
coast towns, of little value in themselves, was undertaken in
order to acquire a base for an attack on the rich fertile

‘plateau of Ethiopia. Her first attempt was unsuccessful. She

precipitated a war by invading Ethiopian territory, only to
suffer a crushing and humiliating defeat at Doglai in Janu-
ary, 1887. But by no means discouraged she established a
protectorate over what is now Italian Somaliland and, seizing

_the opportunity of a dynastic quarrel that took place on the

death of the Emperor John of Ethiopia, supported the cause
of Menelek, one of the claimants to the vacant throne. In
return for this support, Menelek signed with Iraly the in-
farmous Treaty of Ukcciali in 1889, which gave Italy the ex-
clusive right to supply arms and loans to Ethiopia, and
presented the Province of Asmara to Italy, and in which
the Emperot agreed to “avail himself of the Iralian Govern-
ment for any negotiations which he may enter into with
other Powers or Governments.” The Ethiopians accuse the
Ttalians of sharp practice in regard to this Treaty on the
ground that the Tealian and French Texts which are binding
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do not agree with the Amhoric version which says “that the
Emperor may” while the Italian text says “‘the Emperor
shall” The treaty amounted to the establishment of an
Iralian protectorate over Ethiopia. But Menelek, once firmly
on the throne, became more inclined to listen to the whispers
of French and British agents, and when the Italian Govern-
ment ordered the occupation of the Province of Tigre in 1893,
he unilaterally denounced the Treaty and mustered the
tribesmen. Italy took the offensive, led a large army into
Ethiopia which was almost annihilated by the Emperor
Menelek at Adowa in March, 1896, It was a deathblow io
the hopes of Italian imperialism which by its withdrawal
strengthened the British resolve to annex the Sudan.

By the Peace of Addis Ababa in October, 1896, the Treaty
of Ucciali was annulled and Ethiopia’s complete indepen-
dence recognised, and the boundary between Ethiopia and
the Ttalian colony of Eritrea agreed. Italy also paid a ransom
of £400,000 for the return of Italian prisoners of war.

The 1906 Three-Power Treaty

Before the disastrous battle of Adowa, Britain, occupied
with Egypt and the Sudan, had recognised almost the whele
of Ethiopia as an Italian sphere of influence. But afterwards
the British attitude changed. In 1902 British imperialism
concluded the Anglo-Ethopian Boundary Treaty, which gave
Britain rights within the recognised Italian sphere, and the
Ethiopian Govetnment agreed to recognise the paramount
interests of Britain in Lake Tsana and the headwaters of the
Nile. In 1906 Italy was forced to gign the tripartite Agree-
ment with Great Britain and France, which guaranteed the
independence and integrity of Ethiopia, provided the re-
spective interests of the three powers were observed. It was
further agreed in Article III that “In no case shall one of the
three governments interfere in any manner whatsoever with
Ethiopia except in agreement with the other two.” The
interests” of the three Powers were defined as follows:

(1) The interests of Great Britain and Egypt in the Nile

basin, more especially as regards the regulation of
the watets of that river and its tributaries . . . without
prejudice to Italian interests mentioned in para. (2)-

(2) The interests of Ttaly in Ethiopia (Abyssinia) as re-

gatds Eritrea and Somaliland  (including the

[2]

Benadir), more especially with reference to the hinter-
land of her possessions and the territorial connections
between them to the west of Addis Ababa.

(3) The interests of France in Ethiopia as regards the
French Protectorate on the Somali coast, the hinter-
land of this Protectorate, and the zone necessary for
the construction and working of the Jibuti-Addis
Ababa railway.

In this way were the seeds sown for the future partition

.of Ethiopia. The tripartite Agrecment of 1906 is still in
force.

“The Secret Treaty of London

The frustration of Italian imperialism in North Africa
‘had driven it into an alliance with Germany and Austria as
against the Entente of France and Britain. On August 4,
1914, the great imperialist War broke out for the redistribu-
tion of colonies. Italy let down her allies by not imme-
diately entering the War on their side, and by sitting on

_the fence, bargaining with both sides on the price of her

support. She then completed her betrayal of her partners
in the Triple Alliance by entering the War on the side of
+the Entente against the Central Powers in 1913. The reason
for this was revealed by the “Manchester Guardian” on
January 18th, 1918. .

On that date the “Manchester Guardian” published the
complete text of the secret Treaty of London, signed in

- April, 1915, by which Italy agreed “by all the means at her
" disposal to conduct the campaign in union with France,

Great Britain and Russia,” in return for a large share 'in
the distribution of the rewards of victory in the shape of

-the German, Austrian and Turkish colonies. In addition

Italy was given the following undertaking by Britain and
France:

“Tp the event of France and Great Britain increasing
their colonial territories in Africa at the expense of Ger-
many, those two Powers agree in.principle that Italy may
claim some equitable compensation, particularly as regards
the settlement in her favour of the questions relating
to the frontiers of the Italian colonies of Eritrea, Somali-
land and Libya and the neighbouring colonies belonging
to France and Great Britain.”
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In short, it was agreed “in principle” that Italian im-
perialism should after the War have the frontiers of her
East African colonies extended at the expense of Ethiopia.
After the War, when the time came for Britain and France
to keep their promises, Italy had reason to complain with
Bismarck that * To agree in principle is, in the language
of diplomacy, to reject in actuality.”

A Thieves' Agreement Between Italy and Britain
After the War, Great Britain began negotiations with the
Ethiopian Government for the concession to carry out works
of barrage in Lake Tsana, to make double certain of the
headwaters of the Nile and the water supply to the Anglo-
Egyptian Sudan. In November, 1919, the Italian Gov-
ernment offered to support Great Britain in these negotia-
tions provided that Britain would support Italy in her
demands of the Ethiopian Government. The proposed basis
of agreement was as follows:
(1) “In view of the predominating interests of Great
Britain in respect of the control of the waters of
Lake Tsana?”” Italy would support Great Britain’s
claim to construct a barrage on Lake Tsana “within
the Ttalian sphere of influence” as defined in the
Three-Power Agreement of 1906.
(2) Italy would also support with the Ethiopian Gov-
ernment the British claim to construct and maintain
a motor road between Lake Tsana and the Sudan.
(3) In return, Great Britain should support the Italian
claim to construct and to run a railway from the
front.cr of Eritrea to the frontier of Italian Somali-
land, running through Ethiopia to the west of Addis
Ababa,

(4} Italy would also claim an exclusive economic influ-

ence in the west of Ethiopia, and in the whole of =}
the territory to be crossed by the above-mentioned -

railway. This claim also to be supported by Great
Britain. .

Such was the thieves’ agreement suggested to British

imperialism by Italian imperialism in November, 1919, for
the partition of Ethiopia. It will be noticed that the in-
terests of French imperialism were left out of account.

Partly through fear of French displeasure, and partly E

[10]

because British imperialism thought it could do better on
its own, the Italian proposals were rejected by the British
Government, on the ground that they violated the tripartite
Agreement of 1906 to maintain the. status quo in Ethiopia,
and because it felt a strong objection “to the idea of allow-
ing a foreign Power to establish any sort of control over
the headwaters of tivers so vital to the prosperity and even
to the existence of Bgypt and the Sudan.”” (British Note to
Italy of December 14th, 1925.)

The negotiations of British imperialism, however, with
the Ethiopian Government over Lake Tsana proved abortive.
On the other hand the relations with Italy were improved
by the cession by Britain of Jubaland to settle the dispute
over the boundary between Kenya and Italian Somaliland,
and by the Ttalo-Egyptian Agreement of December, 1925.
The British thercfore rccalled the Italian offer made to it
in 1919, and a British Note was dispatched to Ttaly, ac-
cepting the same Italian propoaals which it had so firmly
rejected in 1919 as violating the provisions of the Three-
Power Treaty of 1906. In 1925, however, the British Gov-

ernment reached the conclusion that the Italian proposals -

were not after afl “in contradiction with the stipulations of
the London Agreement of the 13th of December, 1906, since
the obejct of that agreement is to maintain the status quo

" in Ethiopia,” and that it would “therefore welcome the

Tealian support offered provided that it can be accepted
without prejudice to those paramount hydraulic interests
of Egypt and the Sudan which the Italian Government have
not failed to recognise.” The British Government there-
fore accepted “the valued assistance” of the Italian Govern-
ment in obtaining from the Ethiopian Government the con-
cession on Lake Tsana and the motor road, and in return
promised to support Italy in her demands to build a railway
through Ethiopian territory, and to recognize the whole of
the west of Ethiopia as an Italian sphere of influence. In
this way the British Government observed “the principle
of friendly co-operation which has proved so valuable in
other fields.”

The Government of Mussolini received with every mani-
festation of joy this sudden acceptance by the British Gov-
ernment of the previously rejected Italian proposals, and
the two conspirators thereupon agreed to bring simultans-
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ous pressure on the Ethiopian Government to extort their:
respective concessions. On June oth, 1926, Mr. Bentinck,
on behalf on the British Government, and Count Colli.on:
behalf of the Italian Government, each addressed a Note
to the Regent and Heir Apparent of Ethiopia, Ras Taffari,

to which were cynically appended copies of the correspond- -

ence between the British and Italian Governments. The-

Ethiopian Regent, however, was not to be intimidated, and’
he replied to both the Italian and British Governments by

2 curt and dignified rejection. To the British Government
he wrote:

“The fact that you have come to an agreement (with
Ttaly) and the fact that you have thought it necessary to
give us a joint notification of that agreement, make it
clear that your intention is to exert pressure, and this, in
our view, at once raises a previous question.

“The British Government had already entered into
negotiations with the Ethiopian Government in regard to
its proposal, and we had imagined that, whether that
proposal was carried into effect or not, the negotiations
would have have been concluded with us; we should never

have suspected that the British Government would come .

to I:n agreement with another government regarding our

Lake.” -

This was not the sort of reply which the British and
Ttalian “civilisers” had expected from the ruler of a weak
and backward. country. But Ras-Taffari went still further and
followed up his rejection of the British and Italian Notes
by sending a protest to the League of Nations, which Ethi-

opia had joined in 1923. This protest, couched in the’

same dignified language, showed clearly that the Ethiopians
were under no illusions as to the intentions of Britain and
Italy:

et

The people of Ethiopia are anxious to do right, and
we have every intention of guiding them along the path

of improvement and progress; but throughout their history

they have seldom met with foreignors who did not desire
to possess themselves of Ethiopian territory and to de-
stroy their independence. With God’s help, and thanks
to the courage of our soldiers, we have always, come

what
: ”

[12]

might, stood proud and free upon our native moun-

Faced with this unexpectedly firm stand of the Ethiopian
Government, Britain and Italy hastened to deny all charges
of attempted coercion. The British Foreign Secretary, Sir
Austen Chamberlain, went so far as to solemnly declare
that Britain and Italy had no intention of dividing Ethiopia
economically, nor had they any intention of coercing the
Ethiopian Government, adding that “the Ethiopian Gov-
ernment had a perfect right to judge what was in the interest
of Ethiopia.” But Ras Taffari, in a further communication
to the League, disposed of these accusations with the remark:

“Accordingly, the Impetial Government would have
felt no apprehension had not the two Powers severally
and on the same day brought the agreement officially to
its notice. This simultaneous and concerted notifica-
tion could only be interpreted as the first symptom of the
intention to exert pressure which the Imperial Govern-
ment had from the outset thought it detected in their
action.”

Thus the Anglo-Italian conspiracy was foiled, and British
imperialisty, leaving its fellow-conspirator in the lurch, de-
cided to forge its way into Ethiopia on its own. Accordingly,
inn 1926, the British Government offered Ethiopia a corridor
of six hunderd square miles of territory through British
Somaliland to the port of Zeila. The British Government
was so sure that this offer would be accepted that the maps
that were published in 1926 marked Zeila as in Ethiopian
territory, Nevertheless, the Ethiopian Government rejected
the offer with good reason, as is shown when the same offer
was made in 1935,

The 1928 Italo-Ethiopian Pact

Deserted by Britain, Italian imperialism also decided to
play a lone hand in Ethiopia. On August Znd, 1928, Italy
offered a Treaty of Friendship and Arbitration, which was
accepted and signed by Ethiopia and Italy. By Article II
of this Pact, the Italian and Ethiopian Governments pledged
themselves not to take any action detrimental to the inde-
pendence of the other, which was rather magnanimous on
the part of Ethiopia when it is considered that the threat
was all on the other side. The most important provision of
the Pact in the present circumstances is, however, contained

“in Article V:
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“The two governments agree to submit to 2 procedure
of conciliation or arbitration any questions which may
arise between them and which it has not been possible to
settle by the usual diplomatic means, without having. re-
coutse to the force of arms. By common “agreement, Notes
shall be exchanged choosing atbitrators.”

The sincerity of Ethiopia in signing this Pact has been
shown by her reliance on its provisions in the present con-
flict; on the other hand the subsequent conduct of Ttaly
has proved that in signing this Pact with Ethiopia she was
merely completing another essay in imperialist duplicity.

Ethiopia and the Arms Traffic

In the Three-Power Treaty of 1906, France, Britain and
Italy, “having a common interest in the prevention of all
disturbances in their respective territories in Ethiopia and
on the Red Sea littoral, the Gulf of Aden, and the Indian
Ocean,” agreed, without consulting Ethiopia, to strictly
limit the impottation of arms and ammunition into Ethiopia.
The pretext for thid agreement was to strike a blow at the
slave trade alleged to be still carried on in the primitive
regions of Ethiopia. The more probable reason is that the
three contracting Governments had also a common interest
in preventing the Ethiopian Government from arming the
country against their respective encroachments.

In August, 1930, however, this agreement was superseded
by a Treaty entered into by Ras Taffari with Britain, France
and Italy. The two objects of this Treaty wete to enable
the Ethiopian Emperor “to obtain all arms and munitions
necessary for the defence of Ris territories from external
aggression and for the presetvation of internal order there-
in,” and to prevent the acquisition of arms by slave traders,
ordinary brigands and other unauthorized buyers. This
Treaty wad, however, an improvement on the previous posi-
tion since it enabled Ethiopia to order any quantity of
arms from abroad, and only provided that the actual im-
ports into Ethiopia should be allowed only on the sealefd
and signed order of the Emperor or of his authorised repre-
sentative.

But to arm and equip & country requiresi more than per-
mission to do so. It requires the wealth to purchase expen-
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sive modern weapons, and Ethiopia is still relatively undevel-
oped and therefore poor.

Italian Imperialism Again in Motion

Beginning in the year 1929, the economic crisis in Italy
and the popular dissatisfaction with the Fascist regime be-
came the force behind a new imperialist drive in Africa.
Forward policies were begun in Eritrea and Libya. In 1929
Ttaly occupied the strategic bases in the hinterland of
Tripoli, going so far as to seize the oasis of Koufra, which
is five days’ march from any inhabited place. The question
of colonial expansion was openly discussed and the Fascist
press began to be larded with sentiments of which that ex-
pressed in the official “Corriere d'Ttalia” in July, 1929, is
typical:—

«“We have need of rich and fertile lands, and the Cam-
eroon is one of the richest and most fertile lands in the
world.” '
The intensification of the Italian drive in Africa sharp-

ened the opposition of the French, and the normal hostility
between the two countries reached dangerous proportions.
But the artival of Hitler to power in Germany changed the
situation. ‘

Ttaly was at first inclined to welcome Hitler as an ally
against French imperialism, but the recrudescence of Ger-
man imperialism in the Balkans, and particularly in Austria,
soon revealed that the new German imperialism was as great

. a menace to the interests of Italian imperialism as it was
to those of French imperialism. The climax came with the
Nazi putsch in Austria in August, 1934,, which resulted in
the assassination of the pro-Italian Austrian Chancellor
Dollfuss, as a prelude to a seizure of power by the pro-
German Nazis. Mussolini replied immediately by mobilising
troops and marchng them to the Austrian frontier, threaten-
ing to occupy Austria if the Nazis should take power.
Germany, not yet ready, withdrew, and Hitler was left with
the dubious satisfaction of having brought about a recon-
ciliation of the two old enemies, Italian and French im-
perialisms. It became clear to Italy that it was necessary
before embarking on adventures in Africa to secure ket
tear from a German invasion into Austria, which would
destroy not only important Italian interests in that country,
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but would bring the great German menace o to the Italian
frontier. France also, because of her hostility to and fear
of Germany, was only too ready to acquire a powerful ally
to help her build the steel chain round Germany, and was
ready to negotiate. After a series of delays, caused by the
assassinations at Marseilles in November, 1934, the French
Foreign Minister, Laval, met Mussolini at Rome on Janu-
ary 6th, 1933, '

In the meantime, on the 5th December, 1934, the Italian
invasion of Ethiopia began with the conflict between
Ethiopian tribesmen and Italian troops at the wells of
Walwal, which is at least 60 miles within Ethiopian territory.
This incident had been preceded by an alleged attack on
the Italan Consulate at Gondar, in the north of Ethiopia,
in the previous November. It is to be noticed that Gondar,
where the Italian provocation took place is perilously near
the vital interests of British imperialism near Loke Tsana.

The 1935 Franco.It-alian Agreement

On January 7th, 1935, a remarkable agreement was teached
between the French Minister, Laval, and the head of the
Italian Government, Mussolini, at Rome. Tp begin with,
France, as a token of goodwill, gave Italy 2,500 shares out
of the 34,000 shares held by France in the Jibuti-Addis
Ababa Railway, and a serip of territory comprisinig the
Tibesti highlands in the Sahara, adjoining the Italian colony
of Libya, and another strip of French Somaliland adjoining
Eritrea. An agreement was also reached over Franco-s
Tealian disputes concerning their respective spheres of influ-
ence in North Africa, and in spite of the denial of Laval
to the French Chamber of Commetce, there can be little
doubt that Feach imperialism agreed to leave Italy a free
hand in Ethiopia. . : .

In return, Mussolini joined Italy to the French interest in
Europe, and the “Manchester Guardian” has revealed that
should Germany invade Austria while Italy is engaged in
North Africa, it was then agreed that Mussolini should pro-
vide troops for the “defence of Austria,” and that France
would invade Germany. A pretty agreement.

The immediate effect of this agreement in France was a
complete volte-face of the capitalist press in favour of the
Italian aggression. P. Taittinger, the President of the Colon-
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jal Commission of the French Chamber, announced in “La
Depeche Coloniale”: “Sacrifice for sacrifice, I can see no
grave inconvenience in that Ethiopia should pass under the
sovereignty of Italy, if the latter guarantees not to touch
our colonial vertebrates or the development of our African
territories.” Sacrifice for sacrifice—at the expense of Ethiopia.
The authoritative foreign correspondent of the “Echo de
Paris,” Pertinax, quotes nuinerous precedents to justify the
Ttalian aggression against Ethiopia, and assures Italy that
the French Government would certainly not “inconvenience”
the Government of Rome in its Aftican expedition. He sees,
however, one difficulty, and that is in the membership of
Ethiopia in the League of Nations, and concludes by the
significant statement that Ethiopia should not have been
allowed any mote than Liberia or China “to cross the thresh-
hold of the establishment at Geneva.” The League of
Nations should be reserved exclusively for the brigand
nations. - i

The Attitude of British Imperialism

It has been seen that in 1925 British imperialism was
eager to reach an agreement with Italy to partition Ethiopia
into Ttalian and British spheres of influence, and on the
failure of this plot, owing to the firm stand taken by the
Emperor of Ethiopia, that British imperialism decided to
forge ahead on her own by offering Ethiopia a strip of
British Somaliland, and by negotiating for concessions in
the region of Lake Tsana. The Ethiopian Government,
however, stood firm against the British as well as the Italian
encroachments.

The Italian aggression taking the form of open prepara-
tions for an invasion of Ethiopia, gave British imperialism
its opportunity, and it has again put forward its “claims” at
a time when Ethiopia is not in a position to refuse. There is
some justification in Mussolini’s complaint to the effect that

he has churned up the waters in order that Britain should.

net the fish.

Furthermore, British imperialism is profoundly distrustful

of Mussolini’s intentions. Italian Fascism has shown no

desire to come to terms with Britain on the lines of the 1926
agreement, and on the contraty has made it clear that Italy
proposes to establish control over the whole of Ethiopia,
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leaving the Emperor a few provinces only, to be administered
by Italian police. The attitude of British imperialism is
one, forgetful of its own duplicity, of demanding honour
among thieves. Britain, having taken advantage of the
Italian drive to secure her own concessions from the Ethiop-
jan Government, the Egyptian Government having recently

voted £.E.21,000,000 to cover the construction of a barrage

in Lake Tsana, the British Government can afford, in the
words of Sir Samuel Hoare in the House of Commons on
July 11 “to understand Italy’s desire for overseas expansion”
provided that such expansion (is on the lines of the 1926
agreement and) does not violate British interests. But the
suspicions of the British Foreign Office regarding Musso-
lini's intentions are stated with clarity in the semi-official
“Daily Telegraph” in its issue of July 25th, 1935:

“British interests are believed here to be vitally in-
volved not only in the Nile waters and in other aspects of
Ethiopia itself, but in Signor Mussolini’s future policy.
For it is considered that if the Duce grasps Ethiopia and
amalgamates Eritrea and Italian Somaliland he would
attempt to realise his vision of re-establishing the Roman-
African Empire by joining Ethiopia and Libya via the
Sudan and Egypt. Those who hold this view are sure
Britain will .use every resource to thwart such a scheme
and that America will help behind the scenes.”

As soon, therefore, as it became clear that Italy had no
intention of treating with British imperialism on the terms
of British imperialism, but was instead forging ahead with
French support, the British Government, although in the
process of violating every provision in the Covenant of the
League of Nations by negotiating the Anglo-German Naval
Pact, became the champion of the League of Nations against
Italy’s unilateral aggression. In its session on May 20th last,
the British Minister, Eden, took Italy to task for going ahead
alone in Ethiopia, and demanded that Italy should con-
duct herself mote in accordance with the wishes of the other
imperialist Powers. Mussolini prompitly replied that he
would not tolerate any interference from the League of
Nations and that if the League became a nuisance he would
follow the example of Germany and Japan and leave it
Thereupon the League, at French insistence, adjourned its
discussion on the Ethiopian question until August,
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British imperialism therefore went ahead with her counter-
preparations to Italy, encouraging the resistance of Ethiopia.
(strengthening her air force stations in the Sudan and the
dispatch of air bombers to Aden) and converting the port
of Akaba, on the Red Sea, into a military base. Italy also
found cause for complaint in the establishment of an aero-
plane base on the Ethiopian frontier of British Somaliland.

The next move of British imperialism was to propose to
Mussolini a settlement of the dispute between Italy and
Ethiopia by tenewing its offer of 1926 of 600 square miles
if British Somaliland and the port of Zeila to Ethiopia, to
compensate the latter for the tetritory which it proposed
should have been given to Italy in West Ethiopia, The
British die-hards were furious at this offer, Lord Beaver-

-brook demanding that the National Government should

abandon its policy of playing “ducks and drakes with the
Empire.”” And Mussolini contemptuously refused the media-
tion. French imperialism was also upset, and for good
reason.

In spite of Mussolini’s rejection of the British offer, the
British Government proceeded to reveal its real intention by
insisting that Ethiopia should accept the offered strip of
territory. Thus Ethiopia would obtain a port, Zeila, and a
cotridor through British Somaliland. By such an arrange-
ment there can be very little doubt that the port of Zeila
would take the great bulk of the Ethiopian commerce from
the French port of Jibouti, which at present deals with 75
per cent. of the Ethiopian foreign trade. It would then he
necessary to build a railway from Zeila to Addis Ababa to
carry the goods, which would run in competition with the
existing French Jibouti-Addis Ababa railway, and what more
natural than that the benevolent British should be given the
concession to construct and maintain this railway? The Brit.
ish “mediation” was designed to give British imperialism the
monopoly of the Ethiopian foreign trade.

Italy replied with a violent press campaign against Britain,
during which Mussolini announced that he “would follow
to the letter those (i. e., Britain) who presume to be our
schoolmasters,” in the methods of building up an empire.
Undisturbed by the attack, the British Government goes
ahead trying with the very lukewarm French support to
utilise the machinery of the League of Nations in order to
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bring Italian imperialism to terms, and continues its man-
oeuvres in East Africa. On July 21st the “Daily Telegraph’™
announced:

“The Government has decided that it has no grounds
for preventing British firms from exporting arms to
Ethiopia.

“It is held that to refuse arms export licenses would
violate treaty obligations, prejudge the decisions of the
League Council, and deny to Ethiopia, which has no arms
industry, legitimate preparations for its self-defence.”

So far, so good. But it wag hardly to be expected that the
British armament firms should only supply arms to a weak
country whose independence was threatened by a powerful
imperialism. The temptation of acquiring huge profits is
too great, and licenses are granted also for the export of
arms to Italy.

Italy, however, holds the view that arms should be sup-
plied to her alone, and the Turin “Stampa,” in its issue
of July 23rd, has stated “that the first Italian who is shot
with British bullets will die cursing Britains insatiable lust
for gain and domination. But Italy will be revenged.....

It is also worth noting that a proposal to close the Suez
Canal to Ttalian troopships, which was mooted in Parliament,

not only convulsed Mussolini with rage, but also brought

about indignant protests from the shareholders of the Com-
pany.

The Attitude of Japanese Imperialism

Japanese capitalism is undoubtedly perturbed at the pros-
pect of losing the large and growing market for Japanese
goods in Ethiopia by Italian aggression. A considerable
amount of Japanese capital has also been invested in cotton
lands, etc., in Ethiopia. In consequence the Japanese atti-
tude is one of unqualified hostility to Italian imperialism.
In July the Japanese Ambassador at Rome rejoiced Fascist
hearts by assuring Mussolini that Japan had no intention of
interferng in the Italo-Ethiopian conflict, and that Japan
had no political interests in Ethiopia. This assurance of the
Japanese Ambassador was promptly repudiated by the Jap-
anese Government.

There followed a violent attack on Japan in the Italian
press, which raised the ghost of the Yellow Peril. The mouth-
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piece of Mussolini, Gayda, declared that “Italy faces not
only an intolerable Ethiopian threat but a vast J:apa.nm
scheme of expansion.” The “Messagero,” in its issue of
July 22nd, went even further: o
“The Japanese believe that the scandalous inactivity of

Burope against their gigantic raids on territory, accom-

plished with refined hypocrisy, and by taking advantage

of the weakness of the countries raided, will permit them
to trace another cycle of expansion, such as in Africa.

“But Africa is near Italy, 2 country which champions
the white race. The Japanese will for a long time to come
sell their false pearls in the slums of all Europe before
they succeed in crossing the path of Italy.”

Japan, on the other hand, states cynically enough that
Japan “acted in self-defence in Manchuria, while the _self~
styled ‘champion of the White Race’ is ‘plundering’ in
Ethiopia.” It is amusing to note how the various robbers
when they fall out accuse each other of theft.

Japan, however, is not content with a wordy press war.
The Japanese Emperor made a point of sending his warmest
greetings to the Emperor of Ethiopia on the latter’s birthday,
and the influential and powerful Japanese Faseist Associa-
tion, “The Black Dragon,” which practically controls Jap-
anese policy demanded that the Japanese Government
should denounce Italy’s armed pressure in Ethiopia and take
“adequate measures” to stop the conflict. The Black Dragon
Society was responsible for Japanm's declaration of war

‘against Russia in 1904,

FRANCO . BRITISH PEACE PROPOSAL
Of December 13, 1935

Summary of Text
The following statement is a summary of the official text

of the Hoare-Laval-Mussolini robber deal which intended
to give 150,000 miles of Ethiopian territory to Italy in
exchange for 30 miles from the French and Italian imperial.
ists: )

The governments of Great Britain and France have agreed
to “recommend” that the Ethiopian Government consent
to the following “exchange” of territory with Italy.

(a) Tigre; cession to Italy of Eastern Tigre, limited ap-
proximately on the South by the Gheva River and on the
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tween Aksum and Aduwa; Aksum to.be Ethiopian and
Aduwa Italian. o o

(b) “Rectification” of the frontiers between. the country
of Danakil and’ Eritrea, leaving on the South Aussa and
the necessary Eritrean territory to give Ethiopia access to
the sea, such as will be defined later on. - ‘

(¢) “Rectification” of the frontiers between Ogaden and
Ttalian Somaliland, starting from a point at the triple junc-
tion between the frontiers of Ethiopia, Kenya and Italian
Somaliland. The new frontiers would follow a northeast
line, cutting the river Shebeli at Iddidole (just below the
6th parallel), leaving Gorrahei on the east and CQurrandab
on the west and rejoining the frontier of British Somali-
land at its intersection with the 45th meridian.

“The rights of the tribes of British Somaliland to the
use of pastures and water wells situated in this territory
is hereby recognized and will be safeguarded by Italy.

{(d) “Ethiopia will receive as her property an cutlet to
the sea. This outlet should be constituted preferably by
the cessioh on the part of Italy of the port of Assab and a
strip of territory giving eccess to this port, bordeting on the
nothern frontier of the French colony on the Somaliland
coast.” .

Franco-British Pressure

The British and French governments are actively trying
to obtain from the Ethiopian government “guarantees” con-
cerning the erxecution in the territory acquired by it of the
obligations which fall on it concerning slavery and com-
merce in arms. _

The British and French governments will use their
influence at Addis Ababa and Geneva to have accepted
by the Emperor and consecrated by the League of Nations,
the constitution in southern Ethiopia of a zone of “economic
expansion” reserved for Italy. The limits of this zone would
be on the east a rectified frontier between Ethiopia and
Ttalian Somaliland, on the north the eighth parallel, on the
west the 35th meridian and on the south the frontier be-
tween -Ethiopia and Kenya. :

The interior of this zone would nominally remain a part

&f Ethiopia bus Italy would enjoy exclusive economic rights
[22]

which could be demonstrated by a privileged company or
other similar organization with a reserve to the rights ac-
quired by natives and foreigners, all property rights to un-
occupied land and a2 monopoely on the exploitation of mines,
forests, etc.

Control of the FEthiopian administration in this zone
would be exercised under the sovereignty of the Emperor
by a plan of assistance fostered by the League of Nations.
Ttaly would take a preponderant but not exclusive part in
this service, which will fall under the jurisdiction of one of
the principal counselors assigned to the central government.

This proposal was rejected by Emperor Haille Selassie
of FEthiopia and the voice of public opinion the world
over forced its abandonment by the League.

A Possible Imperialist Compromise

It has been already stated that Italian Fascism having
gone so far dare not draw back, without a collapse of the
Fascist regime in Italy. On the other hand, faced with the
growing difficulties generated by the discontent in the
Ttalian army in East Africa, and the opposition of British
and Japanese imperialism, Mussolini may agree to come to
terms with the rival imperialisms for the partition of Ethiopia.

Italy is by no means the only enemy of Ethiopian inde-
pendence. The history of France, Britain and Japan in East
Africa, and their present manoeuvres, are sufficient to prove
that. A danger greater than the Italian aggression is a joint

imperialist invasion of Ethiopia, and it is against this, as -

well as against the Italan threat, that the international anti-
imperialist movement must be on guard. It is therefore all
the. more urgent that the working class movement should
rally to the defence of the national independence of the
Ethiopian people by attacking the manoceuvres of its own
imperialism as well as that of Italy. It is important that
the movement in support of Ethiopia should be linked up
with the more general movement against war and Fascism;
for it has been already pointed out the invasion of Ethiopia
might be the signal for the outbreak of world hostilities.

. “The international anti-imperialist movement has the follow-

ing basic tasks in connection with the aggression against
Ethiopia:— = :
The hope of Ethiopia lies only in the international work-
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ing class movement, which in supporting Ethiopia, is also
fighting its own political struggle. The Emperor of Ethiopia
is rallying the Ethiopian people on the slogan: “It is better
to die as free men than live as slaves.” And the Ethiopian
people deserve all the support in their struggle against the
imperialist designs and brutalities.

At the same time there is every indication that an attack
by European fotces in Ethiopia would lead to armed up-
rising in sympathetic support throughout the colonial world.
Sympathetic demonstrations in support of Ethiopia have
already taken place in India and among the Negro peoples
generally.

_Unity among the opptessed peoples is growing apace and
this factor makes it imperative for the British and French
imperialist governments to avert the outbreak of war at
almost any cost, not excluding the cession of territory.

Italy with an unbalanced budget, and inflated currency and
a huge army of 600,000 unemployed, is on the verge of
economic collapse. To divert the attention of her proletariat
and peasantry she mobilises 2,000,000 men to despoil
Ethiopia, with all the brutal horrors of war and Fascism.

Ttaly, peeved at the betrayal of the British and French
imperialist promises for African colonies as her pound of
flesh for entering the Great War of 1914-18, tries to forge
ahead alone in Ethiopia, wherein she sees the possibility of
growing the £2,000,000 worth of raw cotton which she now
imports annually from other countries, and a colony where
she will be able to “settle” her emigrants who are now
prevented from landing in the United States of America and
many other countries.

British imperialism has its own views on the Italian occu-
pation of Ethiopia. As “The Times” leading article on Geneva
states: “The British Government have to take into account
not merely those general issues which affect her in commeon
with other nations, but also the special interests to which
her status in various parts of Africa and indeed in India,
gives real importance.” (“Times,” 31-7-35.)

Amid the rivalries of imperialisms, Ethiopia will be de-
nuded of her national independence, unless the great forces
of the workers, peasants and all anti-imperialists throughout

“the world are mobilised to demand: : |
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1. The complete independence of Ethiopia.

2. The granting of licences for the export of arms to
Ethiopia.

3. The stoppage of all munitions and financial aid to
Ttaly.

4, The withdrawal of all imperialist armed forces from
Fg};{pt, Sudan and British, French and Italian Somali-
and.

5. The closing of the Suez Canal to all Italian military
transport. '

6. Full support of sanctions including oil.

The League of Nations has acted to some slight degree as
a buffer to impede the onslaught of the 400,000 Roman
legions which accumulated on the borders of Ethiopia, armed
with all of the tried and untried machines of war.

Thanks to the undreamt.of ability and diplomacy which
were hidden in the brain of the most famous of modern

. rulers, Haile Selassie, every protocol, article and covenant

which were meant only for adornment of the League of
Nations, were shrewdly invoked, in every case, at the right
time, and with such well thought out presentations, that the
small nations of the League were forced to realize that if
something were not done to halt the Fascist aggressor, the
inflated modern *Caesatr”, the same fate would overtake
them when their great imperialistic neighbors felt inclined
to impose their avaricious will upon them. However, the

secret promises of help which the large and powerful nations

gave their small neighbors and allies proved enough to

prevent them from pressing for the application of the

fullest possible sanctions, including oil. This may now re-
dound to their disadvantage on account of the war-like
move made by Hitler in re-occupying the demilitarized

- Rhineland, which threatens the stability of Europe and pos-

sibly the world.
They have realized too late that treaties and covenants

are only “scraps of paper” to be discarded by the powerful
when it suits their convenience.
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France has been unusually treacherous in her dealings
with Ethiopia. In her agreement relating to the use of the
Addis Ababa Jibouti railroad which, according to the agree-
ment, may be used also for the transportation of ammunition
if Ethiopia should be attacked—characteristic of the actions
of the powerful European nations—its use has been denied
by the French—thus, increasing the difficulties of Ethiopia
to obtain means of self defense. These actions are proof
that colored peoples of African descent must shoulder their
own responsibilities and fight their battles. In this case,
it can be done by helping the last independent colored
empire.

The League has apparently lost its maximum effective-
ness as an instrument of peace, which could have been ex-
ercised to the fullest against an aggressor, and thereby
establishing a sufficiently powerful precedent to deal effec-
tively with others.

The whole world stands amazed at, and in admiration of,
the heroic, brilliant and unexpected defense and initiative
displayed by these crudely armed Ethiopians in their un-
wavering opposition to an enemy four times their number
in population, but a thousand times better armed even as
a first class power.

The resistance to the attempt of this powerful nation to
impose slavery upon Ethiopia has not only aroused the
admiration of the world, but, as graphically stated by an
editorial on March 31st, 1936, in the “New York Times,”
the “future of Ethiopia will be assured not through strength
of pressure and propaganda, but by a great pity—which
embraces the confusion, the frustration, and the aspiration
of civilized mankind at this crisis,” Continuing, the editorial
says: "It is such a feeling that has been compelled through-
out Christendom towards Ethiopia.”

If, then, the Fthiopian nation is acting as an inspiration
to oppressed and other peoples throughout the world, we
pray that the reaction for good upon Afro-Americans will
be even greater than the most enthusiastic dreams “THE

UNITED AID FOR ETHIOPIA” envisions.

[26]




